WORK SESSION: A work session will be held at 6:00 p-m. in Conference Room #3, Second Floor, of
the Farmington City Hall, 160 South Main Street. The work session will be to discuss the pros and cons of a

year round pool and to answer any questions the City Council may have on agenda items. The public is
welcome to attend.

FARMINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING
NOTICE AND AGENDA

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of Farmington City will hold a
regular City Council meeting on Tuesday, September 6, 2016, at 7:00 p.m. The meeting
will be held at the Farmington City Hall, 160 South Main Street, Farmington, Utah.

Meetings of the City Council of Farmington City may be conducted via electronic means pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §
52-4-207. as amended. In such circumstances. contact will be established and maintained via electronic means and the

meeting will be conducted pursuant to the Electronic Meetings Policy established by the City Council for electronic
meetings.

The agenda for the meeting shall be as follows:

CALL TO ORDER:

7:00  Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance

PRESENTATIONS:

7:10  Presentation of Trails Guide and Recommendation of New Committee Member

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

7:20  Park Lane Commons Phase IV Schematic Plan and Plat Amendment

OLD BUSINESS:

7:30  Consideration of Adoption of a Resolution to (A) Finance the Costs of Curb,
Gutter, Sidewalk and Roads, along with Asphalt Extensions from the Existing Road
and all other Miscellaneous Work Necessary to Complete the Improvements in a
Proper and Workmanlike Manner; (B) Defray the Cost and Expenses of such
Improvements by Assessments to be Levied against the Properties Benefited by
such Improvements; and (C) Provide Notice of Intention to Designate a Proposed
Assessment Area; to Authorize such Improvements; and to fix a Time and Place for
Protests against such Assessment Area and its Assessments; and Related Matters

7:45  Reconsideration of Proposed Management Plans for Conservations Easements

SUMMARY ACTION:

8:00 Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List



1. Adoption of the 2015 Building Codes

2. Amendment to Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Agreement with Davis County

3. Approval of Minutes for August 2, 2016

GOVERNING BODY REPORTS:
8:05 City Manager Report

1. Executive Summary for Planning Commission held on
August 18, 2016

Fire Monthly Activity Report for July

Discussion of Draper TOD Project

U of U Impact Fee Challenge

Arson Task Force

SRR

8:15  Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports
ADJOURN

CLOSED SESSION

Minute motion adjourning to closed session, if necessary, for reasons permitted by
law.

DATED this 1st day of September, 2016.

FARMINGTON CITY CORPORATION

MS#MU ¢Cbbdé%
Holly c@ @y Recorder

*PLEASE NOTE: Times listed for each agenda item are estimates only and should not
be construed to be binding on the City Council.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special
accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and services) during this

meeting, should notify Holly Gadd, City Recorder, 451-2383 x 205, at least 24 hours prior
to the meeting.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJECT: Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance

It is requested that City Council Member Cory Ritz give the invocation
to the meeting and it is requested that City Council Member Doug Anderson lead
the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJE CT: Presentation of Trails Guide and Recommendation of New Committee
Member

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

Approve Jared Poulson as a new Trails Committee member.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

Ron Robinson will be making this presentation.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting,
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City Council Staff Report

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Ron Robinson
Date: 8-25-16

SUBJECT:  Presentation of Guide to Farmington Trails to City
Council/Recommendation of new committee member

RECOMMENDATION

Ron Robinson to present the new trail guide book to the City Council. Also

to thank and acknowledge on behalf of the Trails Committee, all of their support.

To introduce Jared Poulson as our nominee as a Trail Committee member and to ask the
Mayor and City Council for their approval.

BACKGROUND

Trail guide book with GPS accurate maps, detailed description of trails and interpretive
destinations in Farmington. Acknowledge the support of the City Council on trail issues.
Most recent being Rice Farms and Jeppson. Jared Poulson served on the Centerville
Trails Commitee and was influential on working with the city of Centerville to paint bike

lanes on 400 South. He is a small business owner in Farmington and also resides in
Farmington.

Respectfully Submitted Review & Concur

e /WJ—-—;—?
Ron Robinson %/A"

Trail Committee Chairman

Dave Millheim
City Manager

160 S Mam - P.O. Box 160 - FarmingToN, UT 84025
Prone (801) 451-2383 * Fax (801) 451-2747

www.farmington.utah.gov



For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

PUBLIC HEARING: Park Lane Commons Phase IV Schematic Plan and Plat
Amendment

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1.  Hold the public hearing.
2. See staff report for recommendation.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Eric Anderson.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

Honorable Mayor and City Council
Eric Anderson, Associate City Planner

September 6, 2016

SUBIJECT: PARK LANE COMMONS PHASE IV SCHEMATIC PLAN AND PLLAT AMENDMENT

Applicant: Scott Harwood — The Haws Company

RECOMMENDATION

(1) Hold a Public Hearing;

(2) Move that the City Council approve the schematic plan and plat amendment subject to all applicable
Farmington City ordinances and development standards and the following conditions:

1.
2.

g3

4,

The applicant shall re-show the dedication for the Market Street right-of-way on final plat;

The applicant shall enter into an extension agreement to improve the half-street and side treatments for
Market Street;

The applicant shall leave the pedestrian access easement, as shown on the Park Lane Commons Phase 11
plat on the Park Lane Commons Phase IV final plat;

No building permits shall be issued nor site plans reviewed for Park Lane Commons Phase IV until all
improvements for Park Lane Commons Phase 11 have been completed.

Findings for Approval:

L

As part of Phases I and I11, all improvements were installed, inspected, and approved by the City.

The City always anticipated that the Cabela’s out-parcel would be subdivided and planned accordingly.
The lot dimensions and all improvements meet Farmington City development standards and ordinances.
The proposed subdivision and plat amendment are compatible with and conform to the approved Park

Lane Commons Project Master Plan and related development agreement with the City, and the underlying
zone.

BACKGROUND

The applicant, Scott Harwood is requesting a recommendation for schematic plan and plat amendment approval
for the Park Lane Commons Phase IV subdivision. The application is both a minor subdivision and a plat
amendment because it is altering Park Lane Commons Phase 11 (the “Cabela’s Subdivision) and Phase I (which
contains the proposed Western States Assisted Living Center). The subdivision is proposing to subdivide Lot 201
(in Phase II) into two lots, 402 and 403; because this action involves both a subdivision and is changing the
existing Park Lane Commons Phase II subdivision plat, it is both a plat amendment and a minor subdivision.

160 S MAIN  P.O. BOX 160 FARMINGTON, UT 84025
PHONE (801) 451-2383 FAX (801) 451-2747
www.farmington.utah.gov




Additionally, Lot 301 from Park Lane Commons Phase III is being added into the proposed Phase IV, which also
involves a plat amendment of Phase III.

The minor subdivision process is twofold: 1) schematic plan (PC recommends and CC approval/denial) and 2)
final plat (PC approval/denial). Under normal circumstances, the Planning Commission does not see plat
amendments, as they go straight to the City Council. However, because this particular application came before
the Commission for subdivision, staff felt it prudent that it be reviewed and receive a recommendation by the
Planning Commission concurrently, and at the August 18" meeting, the Commyission made a positive
recommendation for both the plat amendment and the schematic plan.

Because the plats have been recorded and all improvements installed as part of Phases II and III, the DRC review
required little in the way of needed easements and dedications with two exceptions. While the future Market
Street Right-of-Way dedication was included in Phase I as part of the Cabela’s development, the DRC would like
to see the dedication on this plat as well; this is so that the ROW shows up on both Phase II and Phase IV, thus
making it a clean record. Market Street is not being built now because it is not currently needed; however, it is on
the Regulating Plan and may be part of the Evans family development plans, so the City wants the applicant to

enter into an extension agreement for half of the road and all side treatments related to the future Market Street,
should it ever be built.

The Phase 11 plat shows a pedestrian access easement lining up with the western portion of the future Market
Street to the west. In the current proposal, the applicant wanted to have this pedestrian access removed and be
placed alongside the access drive that straddles Lots 401 and 402, lining up with the driveway entry to the
Western States Assisted Living Facility. While staff is comfortable with this drive and lot line being placed
where it is proposed, we want the pedestrian access to line up with the future road, not a private driveway.
Additionally, the original Market Street was intended to be a promenade, but when Cabela’s and the Western
States Assisted Living Center were reviewed and approved by the City, the promenade was shifted through a zone
text amendment altering the Regulating Plan to accommodate these uses. Now the applicant is asking to amend
the regulating plan again, thus diluting the original intent of the Market Street promenade as being an important
pedestrian connection even further. Staff and the applicant have met and reached a compromise whereby the
pedestrian access as proposed in Phase II and the lot line as proposed in Phase IV, would remain.

Some members of the DRC have expressed concern with the improvements related to Park Lane Commons Phase
II. As part of the Western States Assisted Living Center, the improvements for the subdivision were delayed
until the construction of the assisted living facility occurred. Now it looks like the construction for that may be
delayed, and as a result, staff would like to see all improvements for Phase III be installed prior to the issuance of
any building permit or site plan review as part of Phase IV; this is particularly important as it relates to storm
water, since the whole storm water system for Phase IV is tied to Phase IIL. The suggested motion includes a

condition that addresses this issue and requires that these improvements be installed before any construction
occurs on Phase IV.

Supplemental Information

Vicinity Map

Park Lane Commons Phase IV Schematic Plan
Park Lane Commons Phase 1I Plat

Park Lane Commons Phase III Plat

Ilustration showing the road alignment discussed in Suggested Condition 3 above
Regulating Plan

oI £ i b s

Applicable Ordinances
1. Title 11, Chapter 7 — Site Development Standards
2. Title 11, Chapter 18 — Mixed Use Districts




3. Title 12, Chapter 6 — Major Subdivisions
4. Title 12, Chapter 7 - General Requirements for all Subdivisions

Respectfully Submitted Concur
- ,Jv '- # ! S
= . [ e LG
Eric Anderson Dave Millheim
City Planner

City Manager
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJE CT: Consideration of Adoption of a Resolution to (A) Finance the Costs of
Curb, Gutter, Sidewalk and Roads, along with Asphalt Extensions from
the Existing Road and all other Miscellaneous Work Necessary to
Complete the Improvements in a Proper and Workmanlike Manner; (B)
Defray the Cost and Expenses of such Improvements by Assessments to
be Levied against the Properties Benefited by such Improvements; and
(C) Provide Notice of Intention to Designate a Proposed Assessment
Area; to Authorize such Improvements; and to fix a Time and Place for
Protests against such Assessment Area and its Assessments; and Related
Matters

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

Approve the enclosed resolution to provide notice of intention to designate a proposed
special assessment area (SAA). This would be the Farmington City, Utah School Safety
Assessment Area, which includes 650 West and portions of 1100 West, 500 South and Glovers
Lane areas.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Keith Johnson.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings: discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



FARMINGTON CITY e

BRETT ANDERSON

Douc ANDERSON
Jonn Briron
(]%mauﬁMg. MEerLLOR
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ING CITY COUNCIL
M City Council Staft Report Dave MILLEEDM
CITY MANAGER
HisToric BEGINNINGS - 1847

To: Mayor and City Council

From: Keith Johnson, Assistant City Manager

Date: August 29, 2016

Subject: RESOLUTION TO PROVIDE NOTICE OF INTENTION TO DESIGNATE

A PROPOSED SPECIAL ASSESSMENT AREA (SAA).

RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve the enclose resolution to provide notice of intention to designate a proposed special
assessment area (SAA). This would be the Farmington City, Utah School Safety Assessment
Area, which includes 650 West and portions of 1100 West, 500 South and Glovers Lane areas.

BACKGROUND

With the new High School coming at 650 W. and Glover Lane and with the new clementary
school opening along 1100 W., the City needs to improve 650 W. and portions of 1100 W., 500 S.
and Glovers Lane. The SAA is a way for the property owners to pay for their frontage of
sidewalk, curb and gutter and portion of the asphalt over a 10 year period.

This Resolution is the beginning of creating the SAA. The property owners will be notified with
this notice and a public hearing to start the contest period will be held on October 4, 2016.

All property owners were invited to meetings, where information about the project was discussed.
Also stafl has tried to meet with property owners to explain the SAA process and what their own

individual cost estimates would be for their assessments. These cost estimates were only based on
construction costs.

City staff has been working on this for months trying to figure out what and how this project
could be funded. The City has been looking into grants, prop 1 funds from the County and any
other alternatives to help defray some of these costs. We have expanded the original area to now
include 500 South and 1100 West as these areas need sidewalks and improvements for the new
elementary school and we would be doing a disservice if we did not improve these areas at the
same time.

We originally had estimated the cost of just construction of the improvements to be around
$159.00 /1f for those getting all of the improvements, which is the majority of the property

160 S Mam - P.O. Box 160 - FarmingTon, UT 84025
Prone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747

www.farmington.utah.gov



owners. Then we had some modifications that moved that figure to around $163.00 /If. Then
when we added the cost of issuance for the bonds, the interim financing costs and the reserve fund
that put the cost around $218.00 /If. Since then we received a cost estimate from a contractor and
Chad has revised his calculations and his estimates are now around $151.00 /If. He feels that this
is the best estimate that he can give at this time. We also lowered the cost of issuance and the cost
of interim financing so the total cost estimate is now at $199.60 /If. We feel this is a good
estimate to go by, as we want to make sure that we are a little higher than what it will ultimately
cost, as we always want to come in lower with actual costs than be higher when it is all
completed.

The estimated costs for construction of the SAA will be around $2,186,000 with the cost of
Issuance, interim financing and reserve fund adding around $700,000, so the total costs to the
property owners will be around $2,886,000 including Miller Meadows.

In addition to the SAA improvement costs, the School District cost of improvements will be
around $531.000 and the City cost of improvements between impact fees and from the General

Fund or other sources will be around $1,550,000. The amount from the General Fund will be
around $575,000.

There are many extension agreements in this area, which make up about 59% of the total area,
which are agreements required to pay for said improvements. The SAA will only pass if less than
40% of the area votes against it. Property owners will have a 10 year period to pay for said
improvements. These improvements will benefit each home owner as their frontage will be
improved and will enhance their property. It will also ensure the safety of pedestrians and vehicle
traffic by these schools.

Respectfilly Submitte Review and Concur,
ZM Mf
Keith Johnson, Dave Millheim,

Assistant City Manager City Manager
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Farmington, Utah
September 6, 2016
The City Council of Farmington City, Utah (the “Council™), met in regular public

session at the regular meeting place of the Council in Farmington, Utah, on September 6,
2016, at the hour of 7:00 p.m., with the following members of the Council being present:

H. James Talbot Mayor

John Bilton Councilmember
Doug Anderson Councilmember
Cory Ritz Councilmember
Brigham Mellor Councilmember
Brett Anderson Councilmember

Also present:

Holly Gadd City Recorder

After the meeting had been duly called to order and after other matters not
pertinent to this resolution had been discussed, the City Recorder presented to the
Council a Certificate of Compliance with Open Meeting Law with respect to this
September 6, 2016, meeting a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

The following resolution was then introduced in writing, was fully discussed, and

pursuant to motion duly made by Councilmember and seconded by
Councilmember adopted by the following vote:

AYE:

NAY:

The resolution was then signed by the Mayor in open meeting and recorded by the

City Recorder in the official records of Farmington City, Utah. The resolution is as
follows:

DMWEST #14821159 v2



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION TO (A) FINANCE THE COSTS OF CURB, GUTTER,
SIDEWALK AND ROADS, ALONG WITH ASPHALT EXTENSIONS
FROM THE EXISTING ROAD AND ALL OTHER MISCELLANEOUS
WORK NECESSARY TO COMPLETE THE IMPROVEMENTS IN A
PROPER AND WORKMANLIKE MANNER; (B) DEFRAY THE COST
AND EXPENSES OF SUCH IMPROVEMENTS BY ASSESSMENTS
TO BE LEVIED AGAINST THE PROPERTIES BENEFITED BY SUCH
IMPROVEMENTS; AND (C) PROVIDE NOTICE OF INTENTION TO
DESIGNATE A PROPOSED ASSESSMENT AREA; TO AUTHORIZE
SUCH IMPROVEMENTS; AND TO FIX A TIME AND PLACE FOR
PROTESTS AGAINST SUCH ASSESSMENT AREA AND ITS
ASSESSMENTS; AND RELATED MATTERS.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Farmington City, Utah (the
“Council™), as follows:

Section 1. The Council hereby determines that it will be in the best interest of
the City to finance the costs of certain improvements consisting of curb, gutter, sidewalk
and roads along with asphalt extension from the existing road to the curb, gutter and
sidewalk as well as other miscellaneous work necessary to complete the improvements
(collectively, the “Improvements™ and to complete the whole in a proper and
workmanlike manner according to plans on file in the Office of the City Recorder in
Farmington City, Utah. To finance the Improvements, the Council hereby determines
that, pursuant to the Assessment Area Act, Title 11, Chapter 42, Utah Code Annotated

1953, as amended, (the “Act™), it will be in the best interest of the City to designate an
assessment area as provided herein.

Section 2. The proposed assessment area shall be known as the “Farmington
City, Utah School Safety Assessment Area” (the “Assessment Area™). A description of
the proposed Assessment Area is more particularly described in the Notice of Intention to
Designate Proposed Assessment Area set out hereafter.

Section 3. The cost and expenses of the proposed Improvements shall be paid
by an assessment (the "Assessment") to be levied against the properties situated within
the Assessment Area that are specifically benefited by any of such Improvements, such
assessment to be paid in installments over a ten (10) year period from effective date of
the assessment ordinance levying the assessment, with interest on the unpaid balance
until due and paid. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a list of the properties within the
Assessment Area and the proposed Assessment related to each property.

Section 4. The Council shall hold a public hearing on October 4, 2016 at 7:00
p.m. at the Farmington City Hall at 160 South Main Street in Farmington, Utah to hear all
objections related to the Assessment Area as set forth in the Act. Thereafter, written
protests, signed by an authorized representative of the property owner, from property
owners proposed to be assessed and not wanting their property included within the
Assessment Area may be presented and filed in the Office of the City Recorder of the
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City, for a period of 60 days after the date of the public hearing. On Tuesday, December
6, 2016 (such date being within 15 days after the date the protest period expires), at 7:00
p.m. at the Farmington City Hall at 160 South Main Street in Farmington, Utah, the
Council shall count the written protests filed and calculate whether adequate protests
have been filed and hold a public meeting to announce the protest tally and whether
adequate protests have been filed. The Council may thereafter adopt a resolution
abandoning or creating the proposed Assessment Area depending on whether adequate
protests have been filed. The City Recorder is hereby directed to give notice of intention
to designate the proposed Assessment Area (the “Notice of Intention”) to finance the
Improvements. The Notice of Intention shall specify the date of the public hearing and
the time within which protests against the proposed assessments may be filed. The
Notice of Intention shall be published in the Davis County Clipper, a newspaper of
general circulation in the City, said Notice of Intention to be published four times, once
during each week for four consecutive weeks, the last publication to be not less than five
(5) nor more than twenty (20) days prior to the public hearing date. In addition, the City
Recorder shall mail a copy of the Notice of Intention by United States Mail, postage
prepaid, to each owner of property to be assessed within the Assessment Area at the last
known mailing address of such owner, using for such purpose the names and addresses of
said owners appearing on the last completed real property assessment rolls of Davis
County, Utah, and, in addition, a copy of the Notice of Intention shall be mailed, postage
prepaid, addressed to “Owner” at the street number of each piece of improved property to
be affected by the assessment, said Notices to be so mailed not later than ten (10) days
after the first publication of the Notice of Intention. If a street number has not been so
assigned, then the post office box, rural route number, or any other mailing address of the
improved property shall be used for the mailing of the Notice of Intention. Said Notice
of Intention shall be in substantially the following form:
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO DESIGNATE PROPOSED AS SESSMENT AREA

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on September 6, 2016, the City
Council (the “Council™) of Farmington City, Utah (the “City™), adopted a resolution (the
"Resolution") declaring its intention to designate the proposed Farmington City, Utah
School Safety Assessment Area (the “Assessment Area”™) to finance the cost of certain
improvements consisting of curb, gutter, sidewalk and roads, along with asphalt
extension from the existing road to the curb, gutter and sidewalk and all other work
necessary to complete such improvements in a proper and workmanlike manner as
described herein (the “Improvements™) and to levy a special assessment to finance the
Improvements (the "Assessment" or "Assessments") as provided in Title 11, Chapter 42,
Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, (the “Act”) on the real property situated within
the Assessment Area benefited by such Improvements.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ASSESSMENT AREA

The proposed Assessment Area shall include the following properties:
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Owne
MCERIE CFATRICE. & SEESRY
TRUSTEES

A unent

Assryuient
Amnunts

Legal Desciiprion

$10753 07 ALL CFLOT 1 MT3RTDE SUBDVEIG:
LOT 3, MCREILS
ATRES

. CONT 064700 ACRES  ALSO AIL OF
UBDIVISICN €U 117200 ACEES TOTAL ACREAGE 1 82°

2 MEMMOTL.EYLEF & LIANEH P

(12

12 ALLCFLOT 2 MTERIDE SUEDIVISICH CONT 0 9000 ACEES

3 ORAANOOH

MCERIDE, CRATRICK & SEEFRY i
- TRUSTEE:

123

186

25 72 ALL SFLOT L MTERTE SURDIVISION. CONT € 64700 ACEES  ALSD, ALL OF

LOT 5. MCBRITE SUBDIVISION  CONT ] 17800 ACRES TOTAL ATREAGE 1625
ACRES

4 IED

EANGERTEF. ALAME & DIAFEF 1
TRUSTEES

ST

BFE

ALBEGATAFTWHLSN 23V FT A5G 14 SEC LD FR GE COR CF oW 14 CF §5C 4
TIRATW LM, & RUN TH N 3710 F THNEP5H W 191 23 FTTOELY B
LINE OFLAPGRE TH S 34°37 £ 936 11 FT ALGETY RAVLIE OF SRR TOFC OF
5533397 FOCT RAD CURVE TO RIGHT WITH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 1°40' TH ALG
#RTCE ST CURVE 163 96 FT L2 BEARS § 53T E 160 %5 FT) TOTHE T CF €D
CURVE &2 2 CX 42816 825 FOOT RAD CURVE TORIGRT WITH 4 CENTRAL
ANGLE CF 3520, TH ALG ARC &F ST SURVE 126 36 FT. TELEAVRIG THE RE.
RAW, & EOW TRH £9°5505° E 521 35FT ALGTHE NLINE OF A LANE, TH R 47913
FOML THSE30E 619 T4 FITOTHEDOE  OONT 22 770 ACRES

3 BIIELIC

ALEXANDEF TEDG & LISA - 1
TRUSTEES

g

199

0095 12 BEG AT A F WHIS N 00X 30" W37 05 FT PR THE NE COFR, OF THE NW 14 CF SEC
ZSTINRIV. SLM & RUN TH W ¢ 75 F, TH N £940' W 225 00 FT TH 5200 00FT,
ML, TOA PTN 8840 W OF THE POR. TH 8 89°0 E 225 00 FT, M/ TOTHE BOK
COKT 1035 ACRES  SUBZE(1 10 & RW FOR INGRECS & EGRESS OVER
ACEOSSTHE 2 25F7 CF SDERTY, ALSY BEG AT A BT WH IS K 07032
FT & 65%) W 220 CFT R THE NEO7 OF THE NW 14 OF SEC J.T3R-R1W, SLN,
TENEF2F ¥ 334 W FT. TH £ 200 ¢FT 1L, TH S 85°40 E 3% 0FT ML TOAPTS
CFTHEFOB. THXZOUFT, ML, TOTHEFCE  CONT 1209 ACRES TOGETHEF
VATEATESCRW  TOTAL ACREAGE 2 842 ACRES

FOTADEC

WEBSTEF, STEWART R & LISA D

3%

198 ¢

f2.015 61 BEG AT A FT WH LS S 89°5505" W 65 1 FT ALG TEE SEC LBIE FF THE ME COF OF
THEN 14 {F SEC 25 TIN-R1W. SLAL, & RUNTE S 091525 £ 242 4FTTO TEE
WLYLETE GF A 50 FT WIDE $TR, T ALG THE ARC CF A 207341 FTRAD CURVE
TOTHELEFT A ARCDIST CF 1§ €577 (LC BEARS NESMZ10' E 1€ 65 FT), TH ALG
THE ARC CF A 21331 FT RAD CURVE TG TEE RIGHT A AEC DIST OF 340 FT @™
REARSN EA718 F 88 30 F7) TEN 01525 W 268 78 FT.TH 1 88540'W 106 M FT
TREOWIEHMTTTOTHE PO CONT 067 ACKES

=

LT

R

WEBSTER STEWAFTR & LISAD 1

T4

7 065 2 EEGAT APTN 320" W R0 FT ALG THE 13 SECLINE & 1 99°90 W 364 s FT PR,
THE Z 14 COF OF SEC 24 TRV, S TR N4S40'W 42 90FT THS P1545° 5
29308 FT THN 5957 E 145 90 FT, THN 0°1525' W 282 08 FTTC TREPCE  LESS
T4 STREETLENICATICN  COHT 0§14 ACRES

9 BOTIONED

EALL TONY JAMES 1

e

117539 29 BEGAT AFT WH SN 00207 W3 35 F1 ALG THE 1/ SEC LINE & 1H W LINE CF A
64 JFTSTE & N&41 W 364 10 FTFR THE § 1/4 COR OF SEC 24 TINRIW, SLM, &
FUNTH S 0155 S 167 08 FT. THNE4°57°E 100 0 FT, TRN 0°15%5 W 26641 FT TR
NBFACWSISIFITOPOE  CINT C 41 ACRES

HELSEM JARED & HEKKI

198

115915 83 BEGAT THENE C3¥ OF THE 1w 124 QFSEC 25 T3N-RIW, SLM. & RURTHN
3 W 3195 FT ALG THE T8 SECLINE & THE WLINE CF A STE THN 5040 W
264 1FLLTHS LI5S E 1600 FT, THS £5°40°E 264 02 FI TO THE WLY LINE OF 57
TR THE OIS W €9 95 FT ALGSDSTR TOTHEPOB  CONT 061 ACRES

EGTHM

STEED. FEMMETH T

13157

TF

Ten 261 07 BEGAT AFT WE IS 0°1525°E £ 85 FT ALG THE W LINE CF 650 WESI STF & N
BSALIN W 13241 FL FR THE ME COR CF THE NW 14 OF SEC 25-TIN-RIW SLE&M,
TH S (1525 E 15140 FT, THS 855505 W 131 62F1 PARALLEL TO THEW LINE OF

SEC 25 TH K J°1528 W 15895 FT, TE S39°40'E 1ILE3FT TOTEEPOR  CONT
< 33 ACRES

[ TR

12 BOTI0LEE

STEED, AMNETTE 1

15233

AT EEGATAFTCNTEE WY LINE JF ARDWE IS5 01525 ECS 95 F5 ALG THE W
LLTE €7 THE STR FR THE NE COR GF TRE NW 14 OF SEC 25 TIN-RIW, SLE&M. TH
SO*1525" E 156 €4 FT ALG THE W LIE OF THE STF. TH T 85%5505' W 132,39 FT
FARALLEL TOTHE WLINE OF SEC 25, TH N 071325 W 157 €0 FT, TH § 85%40°00° E
13240 FT TOTHEFOE  CONT 043 ACRES

JONG.JOY V & AUGUSTL - 1
TRUSTEES

1501

192 6

13175717 BEGAT A FT CH THE S LINE OF A LANE, WHIS § 69557 W 633 98 FT ALG THE SEC
LINE & § 0*1525" E 284 59 FT FR THE N 14 COR OF SEC 25 TINR1W, SLM, & KON
TH 5071525 E 300FT, TR E9°ST E 161 4 FT, TH N 0°15°%5° W 300 FT, TH § 85557 W
11 AFT ALG THE $ LINE OF ST, LANE TO THE POE  LESS TO STR DEDICATICH
CONT 103 ACRES

!

B

TUNG, JOYV & AUGTST LAFRY 1
IR - TRUSTEES

1936

1738511 BEG S (1525 E484 55 FT P\ N 1K COR OF S5C 23 TIN-R1W. SLM, TH 7 01500 §
109FT ALG W KW LINE OF A CORD. TF § 89°57'W 472 58 FT PARALLEL N'LINE OF
SEC 25, TR F 07152 W 300F7 70 S LINE OF A LANE. TH NES*T E 36 SFT.TES
041525 E200 FT, TH N §9°57 E47* & FTTOFCE  CONT 1255 ACRES

T

by

i

S

£5540101

JUNG, JOYV & AUGUST LAKRY !
JE.- TRUSTEES

19345

£15.760 15 BEG 5 ("1335" F 464 39 FTER 1 14 COR OF SEC 23-TIR-RIW, SLM, TH S0 1555 £
100 FT ALG W K/W LTNE OF 1 OO RD, TH 5 89°57' W 472 58 FT PARALLEL N LINE OF
SEC 25.TH N 01525 W 200 FT TO S LINE OF A LANE, TH N 89°57°E 36 92 FT, TH S
0*1525" E200 FT THNB9*ST E43560 FTTOPOE  OONT 1255 ACEES

SCOTT CARTER. CONSTRUCTION i
& CUSTOM HOMES INC

[

$21.4703) ALL OF LOT 101 PARKWALY LOWNS SUELIVISION CONT 047700 ACFES

83540162

SCOTT CARTER CCNSTRUCTICH 1
& CUSTOM BOMES INC

1996

2165034 ALLOFLOT 102 FARKWALE. LOWNS SUEDIVISION CORT § 47800 ACRET

1€ 83340102

SCOTT CARTER CONSTRUCTICH 1
& CUSTOM EOMES INC

1wz &7

1594

1630 36 ALL OF LOT 103 PARKWALE. IWNS SUBDIVISION CONT 0 47800 ACRES

17 E5540104

CARLSON, TAMES D 1

10897

1536

$21.750 14 ALL CF LOT 104 PARIWALE DOWNS SUBDIVISION  CONT 0 48300 ACKES

18 E0776030

PARSELL, JAMES C - TRUSTEE 1

103 4

1536

120,566 49 BEG ON'THE W LIKE OF A KD AT A P15 0°1525' E 564 59 FT FF. THE 3 14 CCF, OF
SEC 23 T3N-KIW SLM_ & RUN TR S 0°1525° E 1000 FT ALG THE W LTNE OF SD RD,
TH S2957 W 762 95 FT PARALLEL TOTHE X LINE OF SD SEC, TENO"152%' W
100 0FT. THN 85°51 E 742 S FT TOTEE POE  CONT 175 ACRES TUGETHER
WITH IV 9T N EXISTING WELL
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1 Docyiraptinn
Frontgze  Assesmurnt

Glaswlicatian iFee)

Assermuent
Amoun*

2)77073

FRaR(S LUNE & LIDAR

$355

%36

119735017 BEC ON THE W ITNE OF ART AT A BT § (°1525 £ €83 39 ET FE THE I 14 COF, OF
SEC 25 TIN-RTW. €LI. & RTNTH ¥ 0°199 E 1030 FT ALG THE W 1INE OF T ED,

TH £ 9% % 961 98 FT PAXALLEL TGy THE LINE OF 57 SEC, THH 001525 W

WDOFLTHREXSTETSLSEFTTO THE POB COMT 1 7% ACKES

CAFLSEN DEzEIR JEAD
TRUSTEE

il

NN EEG AT APTS 032 BT 0 FT FR H 14 GOF OF 67 25 T AAW, 3L O
TH$0°1525° E WU FT ALGWLINE OF 4 COUNTY RD, TH § 55°5T W 27070 FT, TH
NORIS25" W 100 FT PARALLEL TO ST RD, TH N £5°37 £ £70 70 FT PARALLEL TO
SECLINETOFOR  CONT 0421 ACEES

21 2NN

HOWES “IEL S & MARY L

25048 57 BEG AT APT WHISSC*1720' EEB4 55 FT FRTHE N 142 OOF, CF 560 55 100 W,
SLB&Y (BASTS OF BEARING IS £ 0°29'51 | SETWEEN THE M 1/ COR & THE
CENTEF 144 COR OF SDSECLH). & RUNTRS 0°1" 20 E 122 00 ¥T ALG THE WLINE
OF €50 WEST STk TH SE973505 W $15 20 FT TR I 01 720 W 23200 FT, T N

EFCINGE E234 SCFT TH S 0MVT20° E 100 00 FT, TH 1§ 895505 B210 TP FT TOTHE
POE  CONT 2122 ACEES

e
¥

BATICON4

TAIT. TEAVIEC & EA2 T L,

195 €

123.10 57 BEG AT A 2T S 0'1525" E 1016 59 FT FE 1 /4 COF OF SEC 23T 1W, 5L RN
THE0%525°F 118 FT ALG W LINE OF A CORI.TH S 29°57 W %2 98 FT PARALLEL
TONLIE OF ST SEC, THS 01525 E 150 FT. TH S S9°57 W $6 2FITOELYLINE
CFERRMW THX 10°43' W 3 FT ALG SD rrwr, THNLY 160 86 FTALGARCOT A
3533 19* FT RAD CURVF TO LEFT AL(G S /W THEU A CENTEAL AIGSE OF 1%
THNLY 5% ¢7 FT ALG SD KW ALG ARC OF 4 336 825 FT RAD CUKVE TO THE
LEFT THRY A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10§ 10°. TH 1 govs7™ ESI365FTTOROR
CONT 2818 ACRES

I

SRR

ELLIS ZHARLA "7LLEY
TRUSTEE

1 1513

195 6

P JIBEGS 125" E N34 S9FTTE H 11 COR SET25-TIHRIW. SLAL TH 5 01975 & 156
FTALGTEE W EW LINE OF CORL, TH 58957 W 762 9° FT PARALLEL THE N 17N
CF SFC2 TH N 3¥19°25" W LI0FT, TEL M g9+57'E 760 SEFTTOTHEPCE  COUT
L 627 ACRES

IR

BT

ELLIS, YHARLA JOLLEY -
TEUSTEE

RS

$23.38 0= FEG $ 0715227 E 1284 35 FTER THE W 174 CoOR, OF SECZ5.TINRIW, SIM. THS
1573 E 125 B1 FT ALG THE W /W LINE OF A CUUNTY RI' TH S P9°57' W 371751

FT THN0*I525 W 12981 FT.TH ¥ 89937 F 373 S0FT TOTHEEPOR  CONT 1125
ACRES

SHAFFER I '"GLAST & DEBELE
5

1 12163

¥e9, 45 3T BBG T 01525° E 1414 NFTFUN 104 COT SEC23 TONF TW. S3L TH S 00525 S0
FTALOTHE WEWLINE OF A CO D, TH S 857 W 217 03FT FAF ALLEL TO N

LD3E OF SEC 25, TH N 10%3 W it L 76 FT ALGTHEE RAWFENCE OF RE TE N EY* T
ZEIFSIFTTOTHERCE  CONT 1897 ACRES

26

24

EREH S

EALL JCWATHON L & ElDIE

11547782 EBG S0°15T5 E 1514 43FTFR N 14 COR SEC L5131 F TW, 500 THS 150 E1e0
FLALG THE W RAW LINE OF CORDY, TH £ 89%57 W 15§ % FT PARALLEL TC THEN
LINE OF SEC 25, TE H10°43'W 101 26 FT ALG THEER/WFENCE OF THE KR TH K
ISITESITOIFITOTOR  CONT 1 9% ACRES

"=
=

2PN

WILOWY, CEAKIEST &
TEBORAE 4

ENH

1536

119750 09 BEG S 0° 1925 E 15144 FT FR N 14 COF, SEC 25.TIN-R1W_ SLM TH S071575 E 107
FL.TR S %7 W 780 09 FTEARALLEL T 14 SEC LINE TCOE RAW FENCE OF TRE

DEEGRR TEN10%3 W 10176 FT ALG ST RAW. THN £4°57 E FARALLEL THE 14
SECLINE W8 SEFTTUTHEPOE.  CONT 131 ACEES

2

o

BIFICVE

RATHUSSEN, ERERUOH &
MELINL &

193¢

$19.571 53 EEGS C¥1725" E 1724 4 FT FR N V4 COR SEC U5 13N-FTW, SL3L TH S (1555 £ 100
FTALG THE WLINE OF OO RL, TH S 89°57% W 761 €2 FT PARALLEL TOTHE ¥ LINE
OF SEC?° 10 THE FLY R/W FENCE OF THE Kk TE N 1073 WALGTHE ELY R/W
FENCE OF RX 101 76 FT.TH K £¥°57" E 780 05 F7 T THE POF OGHT 1770
£LCRES

2 BIITLIEE

FRCVIN 5 SIEPHEN &
T ONHATEAN

1846

39,759 50 BEQ AT A BT WH1S S 0°1525' € 1814 3 BT Fr. T5E W 19 COR OF 550 FXTINRIW,

SLM, & RUN TH 500°152% E 1000 FT ALG THE WLINE OF A CO KD, THS 89557 W
7315 FTFARALLEL TC TEE W LINE OF SEC 24 TO THE E'LY /W FENCE OF THE.
FRTREN10% W ALT THEELY ReW FENCE OF TRE EF 101 76 FT. TH N95%57 £
T1EFITCTHEFOE  CONT 57927 ACRES ALSO EES ONTHE WLILNE OF &
BRI AT APT S 01523 E 20144 FT FR THE 1 14 CF OF SEC 25 T3R-E1W SLM. &
KON THS 0°1325' E 100FT ALG TEE W LINE OF ST KD, THS 89957 W 2°7 £ FI.TH
HOUFest W00 FT TEN 895" E 217 8 FITOTHF PGB CONT 0 59 ACRES
ALSO BE3 ONTHE W LINE OF 4 RI) AT APT 571525 B 19344 FT FR THE 7 14
SOR OF SEC 25 TAKIW, SLM & RUNTH £ 0°152: E 100 3 FT ALG THE WD
UF SDED TH S 85°57 W 2178 FT, TH 35 041525 E 103 ¢ FT, TH S £7°57 W 436 4 FT,
3L, TOTHE ELY R/W LIRE OF THE D&RG RE K/W TH N 10%3 W 2034 FT ALG €D
MW TENSIITEMIS FTLMLTO THEPOE  CONT £ 82 ACRES 'TOTAL
ACEEAGE 5 047 ACRES

=

TIN5

ASAY.KARL ROBERTS & KAREN
G -TRUSTEES

L 393

178,102 51 PEG S (°1325" E 2114 ¢ FT FR N 18 COF, OF SEC 25 T3NRIW, 5L, TR S 0° 1535 &
393SFTTOAFT WHISK 0°815 W 142 2 FT ALG THF 1M SECLINE & NBRE' W
937 FT FK CENTEK. OF SEC25, TR N 8528 W 637 00 FT AL THE OLD FENJE LINE,
THN10°43 W 382 B FT ALGTHEELY FENCE OF THE RK. TH N 24*57 E M€ 2FT TO
FOB  CONT 59272 ACRES

bl

T BAIRO0LY

3 BJI900OE

MTCLUSKEY, PATRICE B &
SUSAN

B 149

1956

12285375 BEG AT A BT WHICHIS S0°2351°E 204 6 FT ALG 1HE 14 SECLOE RN 691007 W
143 90 FT ALG TEHE £ LD{E CF GLOVERS 1 AME FRC M THEE NE COR OF THE 5W 114
GF SEC25-TIN-FTW, SLM & RUN TH £ 0*2451* E 330 0FT AL G THE EXIST FENCE
ZINE, TH B £9%3047° W 1150 FT, TH 1 0%9'51° W 320 FT TO THE 5 LTHE OF
GLOVERS LANE TH S 89°3047°E 115 00 FT ALG THE STINE OF GLOVERS LANE
TO THE PCR. OONT. 087 ACKES

EANMEZ, FRED M. & JENNIFER

1496

$23.521.70 BEG OF NLINE OF GLOVERS LANE AT A PI 204 € FT S £ 2) SFT W ALG SD N LINE.
TR NE COF CF §W 14 SEC 25-TIN-RI W, SLM, 5D PT BEING ON THE WLY LINE OF
4 FRONTAGE R.OAD AS DESCIN423.526 AT A PT 24 FT PERFLY DISTANT WLY Fh
CENTEY, LINE OF SD FRONTAGE ROAD; TH W 122 FT ALG N LIVE OF GLOVERS
LAKE TG A PT ON AR EXIST FENCE LINE, TH § 330 FT ALS SDFENCE LINE THE
ZTFTTO WLY LINE SD FRONTAGE ROAD, TH NLY 262 FT ALG ARC OF 5333 92
FT RAD CURVE TC RIGHT ALG S WLY LINE. TH N 0°18'S4° E 63 FT ALG SD WLY
LINETOFOB  CONT 024 ACRES
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Yiezal D priun

Fromtage! Aseimuent
Clasaficatisn At eat} LE

H niz [EE 121570 43 BEG O SLINE UF GLOVEF'SLANE AT AFPT T (27 E 19139 FT ALGSECLINE &2 N
85°2% W 2471 80 FT ALG THE CENTER LINE OF SDLANT & § (%08 W23 FTFR THE
HE CCR OF §E "M OF SEC 22 THR1W, S ST 1T FEDTS THE KW OOR OFPFTY
DESCTRIDOCTUMENT ER 423 P0 695 117 NAME OF EOGER HINDS, TH 5 0908 W
335 6CFT, THR €9°52 W1l T FT, ML TC E LDME OF PITY CONV TQ STATE RO.LD
LOMMISSION DV EK 447 P03 311, TH W 335 60 5T, ML.TC S LINE OF GLOVER'S
LAME THS29%52 E 11170 FT. ML, AL G SD ¢ LINE YO TEE PO CONT azes
ACRES (MUTE THISREMADNTHNG LEGAL WAS WRITTEN DY THE DAVIS
CCONTY RECORDER'S CFFILE FOR 1D FURFOSES ITDOES HOT REFLECT 4
SUBVEY OF THE PRCFERTY )

75 BJEMI0E GARDNEK, EMMA D' & LAMCE I+ 1 1 1956 2019 23 BES UN SLINE OF GLOVER'SLANE AT AFT 52 E 15143 F2 ALG THE SEC LINE

& WES®52 W 237350 FT ALG THE CENTER OF 5D LANE & $ v*03 W 37 ¢ FT TR 15
CO7. OF SE 14 OF SEC 25.T3N-P1W, SLA & RUNTHN 85°52 W 1L00FT ALGTHE S
LIME OF SDLAME. THS 0408 W35 § FT ALG A FERCE LINE, TH § 1952 E 100 0 FT,
THNO0F E 43560 FT ALG ANOTHER FENCELMETC BOB CONT 100 ACRES
3% TPCLEE JORF UF THE FPESIDING ¥ 5 1956 1852563
RISHOT CF THE CRUTPCH OF
TESUS CHFIST CF LDS

HES AT A PTWEIS S 884816 W (W) 2014 SE FT ALG THE U4 55~ LINE, S 101215
W41 68 FT, N 85734 W 400 0 FT & M 1°12'15* E 44454 FT FR TEE NE COR OF THE SE
14 OF SEC 25-TEH-RIW. SLI & RUN TH M 171215 E 208 72 FT, M/L, TO TEE Hw
COF OF GRANTORS PARCEL DESC ABOVE, THS B9 E 105 72 FTALG TEE WLY
COWRERSED LINE OF 5T PARCEL, TH 5 193215 W 20872 FT THN £5°M W 20372
FITOTREPOE CONT 100 ACRES

3TOBTMERIC WESTGLENC JRFCRATION 3 E 217 Ew #1251t S0 EEG | CHAIN & £ 12 CRAIRS S FF NV COR OF NE 14 OF SEC 23 TSR 1W, L. 75

£ 755 60 FOMAL, TO A PT 20 THE N LINE OF FPTY CONV 05 127 06 AS E#2201017
BRANSPG 1360, THALG S0 LINE 11 69 3057 E 20% 27 FT, TR 4092 47" £ 34 L7y
FT.TH M BX3352E 250 36 FT, TH M 7350209 E 65 €9FT, TR N 1693751 W 11 21 FT
THN 7372205 E S200FT & N7I0Z19° E 100 06 FT, THE 16°5741° E 20 FT TO TRE
W COR LOT 501 MILLER MEADOWS SUB FHASE 5 A CONSERY ATION SUB, TR
AL 5D SUE TRE FOLLOWING 3 CALLS H 769654 E 2073 FT, SEWI1SS E 1008
FT. £ 7354457 E N0 SO FT, TR N 31787 F2, TH W 2020 CHATIS TO BES LESS &
EY.CEFT BEG AT APTONTHEELINE OF TIFFET'S LANE, 57 PT BEING N 835505
E £4 05 FT ALG THE SEC LDNE 7O THE E LINE OF TIPFET SLAME & § 0°1090° T
271 86 FT ALG THE E LISE OF TIPPET'S LANE FT. THE N 1/¢ COR OF SEC 25-T3H-
TIW.SLM & FUNTHR 89°5545 E 220 02 FT, TH § 0°10°00° E 100 00FT, TH S
E9%3545" W 220 00 FT TOTHE ELINE OF TOTETS LARE. TE N 0530°C0° W 30000 BT
ALG THE E LINE OF TEPET'S LANE TO THE POb ALSOLESS & EXCEPT THAT
FITY CONVIN SPECIAL WARFANTY DEED FECOKDED 047672016 A% E4 2034652
BE 6503 PG 34 DESC AS FOLLOWS PROPOSED MILLER MEADOWS FHASE €,
MOFE PAKTLY DEST AL FOLLOWS BEG AT & PTWE IS S 09531 | 27 BFT LG
THE 14 TECLINE & F 762 53 FT TR THE N 1# COR OF SEC 25 TINRIW, SLREM, &
KUN TH H29°50'04" E 105 43FT, THS 7853421 B e 11 FI,THE 119 21 FTLTHY
434941 E63 12FT. TH S T6"380" E 170 €3 F7, TES BS4 216" E 113 7 FT. THN
9°AE 15" ESS P4 FT, TH § 16°3731° E 310 15 FT A5G THE W LINE OF THE LEGATY
WY BW TO THE NE COF CFLCT 504 OF MILLER MEADOWS SUE PHASE & TH
AL THE NBKDRY OF 5D PHASE $IN THE FOLLOWING FOUR CIURSES () §
E31%4T0X W 139 62 FT, (I W 73%457" W 15893 FT. () RBI21'S W 120 06 FT s
TESIESA" W 90 T3FT, THN 16°5741° W § 80 FT, TH § 73°0 219 W 155 00 FT ALG THE
EXTH ENDRY OF MILLEK MEADOWSTHASE -, TH ALG THE ENDRY OF SD FHASE
SINTHE FOLLOWING TWO COURSES (I)S 16°5741° E 11 5| FT. (I S 23019 W
£3 60 FL, TH N 36°4548" W93 17FT. THN 001842 E 100 96 FT, TH M 973006 W52
321766 73 BES AT A FT QX THE E LINE OF TIFFETS LANE £0 FT BEING N 899¢ 05 E 605
FT ALG THE SECLINE TO THE E LINE OF TIPPET'S LANE & 5 0°10°00° E 771 €6 5T
AL THE E LINE OF TIPPET'S LANE FR THE N 114 GO OF SEC 25 TIRAIW, SLM. &
RUNTH N£995545° E 220 00 FT. THE 0°10'00° E 16000 FT TH S89°5£49 W 220 00
FTTUTHE E LINE OF TIPFETSLANE, TH N 0160, W 100 00 FT AL 5 THE E LINE
OF TRPETSLANE TOTHE POR  CONT 050 ACKES

3o T RISKY, KOFALD R & KAREN b EE] 21789

52 EXT300BS WESTGLEN CORFCRATION = tHE) HET 112,562 17 FEG 56 LINGS E & 5266 00FT FR MW COB, OF N 14 OF SEC 35 TINFRIW, ELE&N,

THE 724 53 FT.M/L. TO'THE W LIME O0F PFTY SOV TH SPECIAL WARRANTY
DEET RECCRDED B4/26:2016 A5 B4 2534852 BK £503FG 334, TH ALG 5D LINE THE
FOLLOIWNG COUESE S0°1000 E 60 86 FT, ML, TG THE § LINE OF THIS PFTY Ag
CTHV IN TAX DEED RECORDED 052202008 AS E& 2366955 EY 4534 PG £7 T THE
POB CONT 121 ACRES (NOTE THIS REMAINING LEGAL WAS WRITTENINTHE
DAVIS COURTY RECORDEF 3 OFFICE FOF 1D PURFOSES IT DGES WOT REFLECT
4 SURVEY OF THE PRCPERTY)

43 EO730024 BUKLIDGE TY KENT & 1 1364 1996

§27506 94 FEGAT APT 96 LINRSE & 5 134.00 FT FK THE NW COX OF THE NE /5 OF SEC 257
SAYLEME

TINRIW, SLM RUN TH S 13792 F7 THF 315 84 FT, TE N 13797 FT. TH W NS B4 FT
TOTEEFCE _ CONT 10 ACKE
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Lo sl Dasarigrion
Frontazel  Asimamuentt Atirssent

Alnaunt ®
11256~ 1TEEGAT A F. WHISNE92 E 752 76 P ALG THE SEC LINE P2,
OF SEC28-TINETW, SLM. & RUN TH 17 132 ¢ FT. TH 12945505+
THE LD FENCE LINE & DTICE. TH. S 4370678 WS
THS 32 Wh2IFT ALG TRE QLD FENCE, TH $31°3411° W 6392 FT ALG THE
OLT FERCE, TR § L7320 W 2 BC FT ALG THE OLD FENCE. TH § 1874815 W
i8093TT ALG THE OLD FENCE, TH S Bow34y W 106 89 FT, M'L, ALG TEE FEN°E
TOAFT ONTHE HLYLINE CFPPTY CONy INSPESIAL WARRANTY DEED
« FECORDEL B424201F ASEA 293652 BY. 6503 EG 14, TE ALG 8D PITY TEE
FCLLOWING SEVEN CCTRSES N 85042 160 w25 (0FT & M 76%387" W 170 (357 &
SA34I4 WS TFT & W 22995 BT, 2oyt TOAFT ON LY LINE ST PTY & N
783020 WATECFT & § §3°3U04° W 105 43FT &5 09000 E 10 2€ FT TH 5 8872563
WAL eSFT TR 1T $2FLTRW 315 g4 FT THN #1000 W10 FT ALG THE E
LDNE OF €50 WEST STR. THE €6¢ 54 F°T, TH N 7476 FTTO THE PCY LESS & EXCEZT
THEREFR THAT PORTION CCIV TO THE UDOT BY (CONTROLLED ACCESS)
WARRANTY DEED R4 1667561 BE. 2828 PG ¢ AT FOLLOWS APALCEL OF LAND I
FEZ FOR A FREEWAY KNJWY AS PR OJECT N0 0067, BEING PALT 0F AN ENTIEE
TRATT OF BPTY, €IT 0¥ THE NE 154 \OF THE IE 14 OF SEC'25 & THE SE 164 OF THE
$E 1# OF SEC 24 TOSR-RIW 7LM, DESC ASFOLLOWS BEG IN THE NLY BNDRY
LINE OF SD ENTIRE TRACT. WH I3 TN AN OLD FERE LDTE OF RECORD, AT A PT
151 27FT FERPLY DISTANT W1Y PR ‘THE J/% CONTRCL LINE OF SD PRCIEST.
WEFT15 73296 5T 89505 E(EQUALSHYY § 85552 E) ALG THE SECLOTE
94 §7ET I EQUALERWY W OD0'27* ) 10 5D OLD FENCE LINE & £1578 FT N
2973120° E(EQUALS EWY N 25°37'50° E) A1G SD OLD FENE LINE FR TEE S 14
€T OF 5D SEC 24 ASNMOWU WITE A GOBRAST CAP, 2 RUN TH § 169751 §
(WY BEARING, 123 31 FT TOTHE E'LY BNDRY LINE OF 5D EITTIRE TRACT WH IS
THE OLI FERZE & DITCH LINE OF EECORD, TERELY ALG ST ELY BXDRY Lx3
{ADITINNG THE PPTY T0 THE E) THE FOLLCWING FIVE {5 HWY COURSES &
DIST (N 20°281<" E23 74 FLTH (2 3 25%%51* E 82 10 FT, TH (3) ¥ 247080 £
264707 BEGAT A PTEGEFT & 37 4 FI 20 OF THES 1/4 COR OF 3EC MTIREIW SLN &
RUNTHS 131 W F ALGTHE & LINE OF A RD. THE 313057, TN W TH
WIS FITOTEEPOR  TCIETHER WITR A DESCRA CONT 107 ACTE

Owne
81 BUTEIJER WESTOLEM € ORI TRATION FER) nres

TEE £ 1i4 OOk
ESEAFITO
SIFT ALG THE (LD FENCE,

42 BYA0 %% LECAEIA DINA K DTUGLAT 1 jEIE) 1994

T EDEINIST HC AN, ERCS % HACALE T [ TEE 2306 9V BEG AT AT ON TEE E LINE OF AN EXI5T 518 & O E507 FENCE LREVEGE
TENSTEES €4FT & 185 & FT N CF TEE 514 COR QF SEC24TH R IV, SIM. & RCFTHS 15193
ST ALGTHEELINEGF A STE THE 330 S0IT TH M 131 84TT TO TEE EXIST FERG
LONE THS SN T 330SFT MAL, TG THETOR  TOSETHER WITH A DESC
T CONT it ATEE
24 1T EURNDICHAN MAFY AH - T ED T35 6 139515 50 BEJL CHAINS ITEF §W "R OF LOT 1 BLY 12 FLAT B FATMIIGTON TS

TEUSTER SUBVEY % RUN TR E 16 50 CHATNS, TH M3 0 CHAINE, TH ¥ 10 50 CHAINS TH &
FOCHAINE TOFOE  CONT 335 AGRES
4% BAEI00Z MOMTOTA, ALCE TFUSTEE T T & 99 E F0,13 39 BEGAT APTONE LB CF ARD WH IS 71 00110 E 65041 FTALG 1A SECIDE E &
E6FT IR T 1407k OF SEC M4-T3N-RIW, 500 3 KUNTEN 0 0110 E 106 FT, TH
E9ITE 21TEFT THE070V16 W10 FT, THS89°52 W 217 8 FT TOPOR  GONT
.59 ACRES
46 B0F L5 PLANL, RIELS L & VAlllE 7 T 391 1556 £12.760 11 BEGOF ELINE OF A T WE SN CUT10" ¥ 1904 F7 ALG 1A SEC LI 55 (P FTFF
TRUSTEES £ 1% COR OF SEC24-TSNRIW, SLM. RUNTHN G910 £ 100 FT ALGSD RD THW
4% B 17 80 FT, THS 0°¢1'10° W 100 FT, TH S 8°52 W217 S0FTTOFCE  CONT
© 50 ACRES
A7 BOSICUSC TEWSEN, SUZAailk AT AND H 37 ETH VLTSS BEG AT AT O THEE LINE OF A RD WE & W01 15° £ 6503 FT ALS THE TR 350
OLSEN. JTAMIT & DALTASE LIME & E 66 FT FR THE 5 14 COF CF SEC 14 TINRTW, SLM, THN C*31'10" B |0¢ FT,
THHE9"52 2 2078 FT TH © 071'10° W 100 FT. TH £ 8552 W 217 & FT TOTHE POR
CONT 50 ACRES
sk B3 LI CLAJI.GRRG & SJSANT . R [TEE]

€102 BES AT A PTRO0IT0E 999FT & 66 FT E FATHE - 14 0OF OF ECH TINETR
TRUSEES SLM. & RUNTH N0 110" E 604 FT, ML, PARALLEL TO THE 144 SECLINE TOTEE
SLINE OF A 6 FT STR. TH K £/°52 E 217 EFT TOTHE NW COR OF PFTY COKY
FEETHS 000" W 100 4 FT VL. TH S £9°5 W 217§ T, M/L, TOT S OF BES,
THNZOFL.ML.TOTHEFOE CONT 0 503 ACKES

49 PIETI4E WILICIY BCIOIL © O TEUS

7 FIFE] 4043 110,032 78 ¥F5 ON E LINF OF A FRONTAGE KD, 40 0 FTFERFLY DISTANT ELY FR CENJER.
SURVEY LINE TRERECF AT A PT § 00110 W 1312 30 FT ALG 14 SECLINE &E
582 FT FR CENTER OF SEC 24-T3K R1W7, SLM. & RUN THI 8552 E 200 0 FT, TH £
{TESZ W 2ITA0FT TOWLINE GF A 60 O FT STH TH S89%50 W 200 UFT ALG £
STE, THHOMS4L E21T80FT ALGSDRDVTCFOE  CONT 1 U1 ACEE

30 B3Y0146 PETERSEN,JAY & CHERIE é 1% E 4643

¥30. 750 FEGAT ATTWHISS C0110" W 1312 50 T ALG THE WA SECLIE SE 15 67T FF
THE CENTER OF SEC 24 T3N-RIW, SL0, & R7TH TH N 65°52 E 200 0C FT, TH N
41842 E 103 90 FL. TH S 85°32 W 200 00 FT, TH § 0°1842° W 10: SOFT ALG THE &
FWLINEGFASTRTC THEFOE  CONT 030 ACKES

|

BOE0MI VALENTINE DALY & SHERIE Z TES 4643 $5037 57T FEGCNE LINE °F A S0 F ATAPTSTROT 10" W 1207 4 FT ALG V3 SECLTE 87 55
- TEUSTEES FTEFR CENTER OF 5B 24.T3N-E1W, SLIM THN E$52 E 100 FT, TH H0*1542' £
108 & FT, TH £ §5°52 W 200 FT TOE TINE JF SD STR, THS 09TR42" V103 S0 FT
ALGSD STRTOPCB  CONT 050 ACRES

£5.0:6 13 EEG AT A PTWHISS 00110 W 583 73 FT ALG TRE 14 555 LIFE B £ S0 S FRFR
THE CENTER OF SEC24-T3H-RIW. S104 TR SO*1840" W 108 76 FT AL S THE W
LINE OF & §TR, THN £9°.2" E 01 FT. TH N (*13' W 108 76 FT ALG THE FEXCE LIKE
THSEPSY WAMFTTOTHEPOE  CONT 100 ACRES

w
w

SNEIN03Y BANK OF AMERICA H 1088 A6 A3

80270034 EXCHANGE INVECTMENTS LLC - WES 46 43 §4.9€3 20 FEG AT SW CORPITY DESC N 263.29% O THE ELTIE CF A FRONTAGE RD 4C FT

FERPLY DISTANT ELY Fk CENTER LINE THEFEOF AT A PT S 0°01°10° W 21673 FT

ALG V4 SECLINE £E 92 '3 FT M/, ¥R CEMTER SEC 24-TINFIW, SLM. TH S

O°1B42' W 105 FT, ML, ALG THE E LINE OF SD T TO THE HW COF, OFPPTY CORV

D 733340, T NES*52 E400FT ALG ST+ N LINE OF S ¥PTY. TH M 104 FT, ML, TC

AFT WHIS NE9*52'E OF THE POB, TH S 89752 W 139 FTTOTHEPOE  CONT 100

ACRES

5,16525 BEG ON E LINE OF A FEONTAGE D A FI PEEDLY FCISTANT ELY F¥. CENTER.
LINE THEREOF AT A PT S 00110 W 767 53 FT ALG 1/4 SEC LINE & E 92 03 FT R
CENTER OF SEC 24 TN-RIW, SLM, & TH §0°1842* W 105 18$T ALG ELINE OF §D
ED. TH N 89°52 E 399 FT. THN 01842 E 105 18 ¥T TH S 8592 W 395 FT TO FOB
CONT 100 ACEE

$5.06542 BEGAT APTONTHEE IINE OF A GO FD, WHIS £ 001 10" WII0ETFT ALG THE
VA SECLINE, F 54 82 FT & S 0°1843" W7 477 49 FT FR THE CENTEL OF SEC 24T3H.
RIW, SLB&M & EUN $ 0°1842" W 109 25 FT ALG THE E LINE OF SDCORD, THH

E5*32 E 195 50 FT, TH N 0°1842" E 109 25 FT. TH 5 £3°52' W 199 50 FT TO THE POR
CONT 050 ACRES

5 BY87T0033 HOKES, SHAUIDY. ) 11125 4643

3

BU3VC17S CCRTRCFERTIES LT 2 1091 4643
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Frontage
{Fem)

Asseymnent

He=in sy,

E30T4 T BEGONTHE ELINE OF A C2UNTY RD, WH 13 60110 W 22CE0FT ALG THE 14
SECLINE & E 94 SxFT & € 0°1542" W 3g 03 FT FR THE CENTER OF SEC 4.T3H-
EIW, SLM, & RUNTES 21845 W 108 26 5T ALG THE ELINE OF SOUKTE 2o, TE N
8542 B 195 50 FT, SH S 071842 W 105,25 FT, THN$9*52'E 15% % FT TO AN OLD
FENCE LDE, THN 01130 E 212 31 FT AL, THE OLD FENCE LIE. TH £ 85%52 W
M0 FTTC THEFOE  CONT 150 ACRES (ROTE THIS REMAINTHG LEGAL
WAS WRITTER IV THE DAVIS COUNTY RECCEDER'S CREICEFOR | T TUFPOEES
T DOES HOT REFLECT A SURVEY OF THE P2 57ERTT )

B3I FETERS N DAVIL I X
CHIZSTINE L

e

$304CTIEEGON THE E LINE OF A COUNTY KD, WHISS r0110 W R B3 FT AR THE TS
SECLINEAE % 82FT & £ 0°1642" W 218 50 FT F5 THE CENTER SEC 24 TINETW,
SLM & KON TH € 07192° W 108 33 FT AL G 'THE X LINE COUNTY KD, TH 1 894 £
199 27FIL THN 01840 E 109 35T TH Se9o52 W IS 27FTTOTHEFOR  CONT
§ 5) ACRES

WAXFIELD, EELLY & ANHET:E
TRUSTEES

£3324 ZEG OKE LINE OF A CCUNTYRT AT £ PT & 00110 W 220 12 FT ALGIMSECLINE
£ ESIE2FT & 50°1842° W 109 30 FT FR CENTER OF SEC24-TIN-RIW, SLM, & RUK
TH S 071842° W 10940 FT ALG E LINE ©F & ED TRMESSZEIRIIF,THH
W E 10940 FT. TR S E9°52° W 39E O3FT TOFOS  CONT 14 ATFE

EXTLSS TARY LLOYD'E & SARDRAIN
TRUSTEES

M7

ab a3

T23757 REG CN THE B LINE OF & COUNTY RD AT A FT £ 00110 W 220 5. FT ALGTHE 14
SECLINE & E % E2 FTFR THE CENTER, OF SEC WTIREIW,.SLM, ERUHTH S
01842 W 108 SOFT ALITHEE LINE OF S0 T TANGHS E 3% MFLTHH
GF1II0°E 109 VFT, TH 0575 W 257 BSFT TOTHEPUE  CONT 103 ACRES

BaTELAel HUWES JOEL & MARY

STEVENES CL.UE W 8 CAFLLIL

Bk

<843

HILI153 BEG ON TIF E LINE OF A COUNTY RD A3 A FTSO0UITT % 20 62 FT ALG THE 178
SECLINE & € %482 FT FE THE "ENTER OF $EC 24-T3FIW, SIN & PUNTHN
*1822" E 267 <2 FT ALG THEE LIME OF ST PD, TH S 8¥%07°E 196 CBET. TH §
I W 254 SFT THEEST W 196 25 FITOTHETCH | SCMT 115 ACKES
(WENT TC 08-087-0095)

EEN

195 F

93590 84 LOT1 BES AT APTNCUTIY WEZE 0 FTALGTHE SECLINE & N E¥* 313V W 1537
FTTOTHLE LINE OF A STR & 1 0°17°07" E §42 65 FT ALG ST STR FR THE §W COR
OF SEC 24 TIW-RIW SLM, & RUNTH § £3%4{13¢" E 247 IEFTTC TRE VLY LINE OF
ARREW THXN &#%43730 W 431 18 FT ALG THE WLY LINE OF ST R/W T2 THE F
LINE OF ED STR.TH 5 0°1707 W 353 78 FT ALGTEE E LINE OF 5D FTRTOTHE
FCE OONT 19M ACHES

B MOCLOY, GARYL & VEITIW

156

129609 31 LUT2 BEGAT APTHO%T4Y W52E 0 FTALGTEE SECLINE &£ 39°3750" W 1532
FTTOTHEELINE OF A STK & WOY17'07° £ 697 15FT ALG ST STF FF THE SW COR
OF SEC24 TINRIW, SLM & RUNTH 5 83517y E MO 8IFT TOTEE WLY LINE OF
AREEW TH N X435 W 19855 FT ALG SD RAW,TH H29°5130° W 24” 38 FT TO
THEE LINE OF SD STE. THS 01707 W 145 $0 FT AL THE E LINE OF 3 TR, TO
THE}OB  CONT 1(): ACRES

BYIG0U6T MICLCY WENDIW & GARY L

199 &

$2051830LOT3 BEGATAFT NGWT4¥ Wa3E 0 FT ALG THE SECLINE & NE3°5130° W 15 32
FITOTHEELDIE CF A STR & N 0°17°07* E 490 12 FT ALG SD STH FF THE W COF
CF SECA-TIH-RIW CLM, & RUN TH § 8905130 EA43417FT TOTEE WLY LINE OF
A RRRAW, TE W 3474330° W 2T €0 FT ALG SO RW TH NS4 30 W MEE2FT TO
THEE LIRE OF ST} STR. THE 0"1707* W 206 43FT ALG £D STR TO THE FOP
CONT 200 ACRES

BIE0E FARVCWORTH, CHEL YL A

1559

£31.01725 LOT4 BEGAT A LT NO%74% W5250 FT ALG THE SEC LDNE &NEFSTI W IE3D
FTTOTHEE LIME OF A4 STK &N 01707 E332 2L FT ALG 5T STF FR THE SW COK
OF SEC 24.T3H-RTW, SLM, & RUN TH S £9°51730" E 60% OFT TC THE WLY LINE OF A
FRRW. THH M543 W 197 IEFT ALG ST 5w TENESUI Ward 15FT TO
THE ELINE OF ST STR. THS 0°1707" W 158 50 FT ALG D STR TQ THE FOR
CONT () ACRES

&

BIleC30L ALLEN, PAUL M

19% 6

$2257T TR BEG AT A PTWHIS K C°U749° W ALG TIHE SEC LUNE 755 (5 FT B 21 195157
1% 67 F1 TO THE E LINE CF A KD Fr. THE MCNU MAREING THE SW COk OF 5k 2 24
TIN-RIW. SLM. & KON THN 0°1707* E 197 00 FT ALC SL KD: TR S 8595130 E
414 86 FT, TR S G707 W 105 00 FT. TH WES% 130" W 414 B¢ FT T3 THE POR
COUT 0997 ACKES  QIOTE THIS REMAININGLEGAL WAZ WEITTEN DT THE
DAVIZ COURTY RECORDER S OFFICE FOR 11+ PURFOSES IT IOET NOT REFLECT
& FURVEY OF THE FROPERTY )

4

3

#7tLJ64 BLAUFINGz GLFLC

181

1 g

132,195 12 BEG AT A PT WHIS N CUTAY W AL S THE SEC LINE 526 (NET E NS W
153: FT TO THEE LINE OF A ROAD & N 0" 1707 E45 0FT ALG SDE LINE FR THE
MOITT MARETNG THE SW COF OF SEC 24-T3N-FIW, SLM & RUNTH K 091707° E
ALZSE ROAD 16722 FT. TH $ 85°51'30" E €74 93FT TOTHE W LINE OF A KR RAW,
TH § %3307 E 283 027 FT ALG SD Rrw TH H 89°51'30° W 167 16 F7. TH H 0*1 707"
E 63 0FT, TH B9°51°30" W 674 190 FT TO THE POB CONZ 303 ACRES

B3ECIN HART DONAIT G & CRIDY L

n74

123352 73 FEC AT A PT S 8PSSTI" W 1R 14 FT & 1 0o0206 W 435 70 ET FE THE 5W 00 OF
SEC 24-T3N-R1W, SLM (BASIS OF EEARING BEING K 00%0745' W MEASURED ALG
THE W LINE CF ST SEC 24 PER DAVIS COREFERENCE FLAT), & RUNTH ALG TEE
E LINE OF 1100 WEST STE THE FOLLOWING 3 COURSEZ Th 1 070206" W 47 . F1
THNES*T00" § 291 FT, TH N 00°1707 £ 70 10 FZ, TH §8955)30° E 670 15FT TH §
17T W 65.00FT, TH BE4°5130" E 14577 FT, TH N 89847900 20 31FT TC THE W
LINE OF THE DERGW RR /W, TH ALG SD W LINE § 54%452¢ E 40 22 FT, TH&.
EI°4700" W 46 SIFT, TH N 19*4534" E 223 05 FT, TH S 85°4700' W 27950 FT, TE N
@C206" W 40 00FT. TH $89°470C° W 377 56 FT TOTREROB  CONT 40380
ACRES

SIMGOIC SCRIMMELPFENNIG, GLEH &
FAKEN A

HEH

1946

123311 98 BEG AT A PTSEF350Y W 1S IFT & 1 0-0206° W 337 70FT FF. THE SW COR OF
SEC 2M4-TIN-R IV, SLM (BASIE OF BEARING BEING N 000745 W MEASURED ALG
WLINE OF SD SEC 24 FER LAVIS OO REFERENCE FLAT), & PUN TH ALG THE B
LINE OF 1100 WEST STR., TE N0*020¢" W 112 00 FT, TH N 99% 700" £ 777 96 FI.TH
$040203° E 40 00 FT TH N 85*4700° £ 279 50 FT. TES 2643 W 21 03 FT.TH §

B9°4700° W 168 64 FT. TH N 0"02'06° W 11525 FT THS E9°4700° W 377 96 FT TO THE
POR  CONT 20179 ACKES

69 BJJEGOIZ DAVIS TAYLCR RELLY &

FEATHRYN G

11z

1598

$22354 92 BEG AT A FT S 23°55°05" W 19 14 FT & N 0°0206° W 242 45 F1 FT. 597 COR OF S22 54,
TINRIW SLM, & RUN THN 0006 W 115 25 FT, THN 89°47'E T7795 5T, TH §
070706 E 115 25FT, THSE°4T WITI 56 FTTOROE  CONT 10 ACRES
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Uwne;

Clisnfication (Fret)

Frentaze

Anerz e

weription

SE 14 CF SEC 23.T3N.R1W. SLM.

DECCASFOLLOWS PEG AT ATT WH IS 00%749" W 253 20 FT AL THE SEC
CF ST SEC 24 (B ASIC OF BEARTSS BEING N £5°55 05/ £

FETWEBNTHE SW COk £ THE S 1/8 30k OF SD $58 243, & RUNTH I 55%47007 W
18 77 F1TQ THE E LDME OF 1100 WE ST %75 TH 15 00°92°9¢° W 2 FTALGEDE
LINE TE N£9°4700" E 564 (3 FT 70 THE CENTER LIKE OF NJETE “OTTONWOOD
CREER. TE AL 3 S0 “ENIER LIKE 4100124 W 160 91 FT, TH S £9°4700° W2IE1T
FTTO IT OX A 2300 FTRAT NOMNT ARGEWT CURVE TC TEE KIGHT. TH NE-
SETY 45 56 FT ALG THY ARC OF SD CURVE (CHOKD FEARS S BS"4700° W 30 £5
FT).THS 85% 700" W 11 €2FT. TH I DORg206" W 103 00 FT, TE § B0°4700" W 12107
FITOTHEFOE CONT1LMACRES (NOTE THIS REMAINING LEGAL WAS

WRITTER IN THE DA VIS COUNTY RECGRDER'S OFFICE FOF 1D FURFOSES 17

10,378 53 THAT LAY IV DAVIS 00 UTAH, BETING A FART OF THE 5% 4 OF 5P 34 ET9E
SE 14 OF SEC 23 TIN-RIW. SLM. DES C ASFOLLOWS BEGATAFTWHISH
00°07 2% "W 20 7% FT ALGTHE SEC LINE FR TRE $W COF. OF 9D SEC 24 (BASIS OF
BEARING PEDIG N B9°5503° & BETWEEN TRE §W QOR & TAE S 144 COR COF =0
SEC L4 THS BY55C5 W19 10 T TO THE E LINE OF 1100 WEST STk, THN
GLTUT0ET W 202 00FT ALG SN ELINE, TH N 89*470C" F 145 6¢ FT. TH 8 00%206* £

GONT 0.6% ACKES

$407179 BEG AT A BT WH ISTHE SW COR OF SEC ¢ TIR-RIW. 5L, & 7 UN TH S 59735057
W16 W FT THHOC206" W 2045 FT, TH N p3*s 905 E 145 %4 F2, TH NUzon W
A0 335 FT. TH H85°47 E 3274 FT. TH S 444923 W 173 00 FT, TH S 85°3 565 W

121,157 ¥ :EG AT HW CUR CF SEC TINRIW, SN AUR TH M E3°3505" E 533 TEFTTC A
¥T IN CENTER LINE OF FARMINGT ON- CREEF, THALG SD CENTER LINE §
MUY W12 E9FT. THSE3"2505° Br 29672 FT TE HO*0205" W 107 FT. THN
#9350 EIIVETTOFOR  CONT 038 ACKES  SUBJECT TO EASEMENT ALG

T1.105 5 BEG AT AP S BYSTUS W32 5IFT & & 07205 E I FT TR W 00F CF 5055
TINFRIW SLM, FUNTH HEY“350S" E 286 73FT TO & ¥T I CENTER 10T OF
FARMINGTON CREEX TH ALG SD) CENTER LINE § 345 FTTHS
FIT260Y WO 28 FT TH N E9%4E810* W 309 51 F7. TH H 150206 W 137 27 FT TO

SUBIECT TO A KW & AN EASEMFRT

127304 14 BEING A FORTIONOF LOT T OF FAR MINGTON DOWHNE WEST SUD & ALSC REIN 3
FART OF THE SE I+ OF SEC Y TIHN-R1W, SLEAM DESCASFOLI 2WS BESATA
FT ONTHE N LINE OF LOT 3, FARMIN GTCON D OWKS WEST SUE ST BT BEING S
00707 46" E 1842 £8 FT ALG THE SEC LTNE & § §5°5214° W 60 17FT FR THEE 14
COR OF 5D SEC 23, THS OP17 107 W ALG THE E LINE OF FARMINGTON DOWNS
WEST SUE 140 GIFT 70 THE £1D4E OF LOT 3, FARMDIGTCH DOWNS WEST SUR,
TH $£5%4931° WAL G 5L SLINE 526 37 FT. TH MCO527 W 140 00 FT TOTHE b
1IME OF LOT 3, FARMINGTON DOWNS WEST SUB, TH N 59°45 31 & ALGSDH LINE

CORT 1 8932 ACRES

307043 B5 A PART OF TEE SE V4 OF SEC 23-T3R-R IW, 515 &0, MORE PATT LY DESE A%
FCLLCWS BEG AT THE SE COR OF LG [, FARNINGTON DC WIS WEST SUB. 5D
CFF BEING HOG~749" V 381 80 FT ALG CECLINE & M 9546 WE2 TTFT & N
V01707 E 139 74 FT FR THE SE CCR OF SEC 23-T355 1W, SLE&M, & RUNTH €
84°48%6" W 720 53 FT ALGTHE SLINE OF ST LOT 2. TH K 60°170%" E 140 13 FTTC
THE WLINE OF SDLCT 2 TH N B3 5°28" E 725 23 FT TO'THE NE COE CF $DLCT 2,
COT 2342 ACEES

I27.927 69 ALL OF LOT 1, FARMIN STCH DOWITE WEST  CONT 4 165¢ ADKES 1Eff
EXCEPT BEG AT APL WE IS R 00749 W 36) 28 FT ALG THE SEC LOME &3F
T34 14° W 45 SOFT W EX4614" W 883 57 FT ALG AN EYIST FEUCE LINE FF THE SE
COR OF SEC 23 TINETW. SLEEM. & RUNTH 118546 14* W 452 20FT ALG AN
EXIST FENCE LDSE, TH M 0%5'30° W 120 2 FT ALG AW EXIST FENTE LNE. THH
E5°46 50 458 19 F1 ALG ANEXICT FEITCELOTE, TH S 0053¢* E 133 10 TC THE

138262 B4 BEGAT APT S 8V4EL6" W2 HFT ALG THESECLN & B GPCL 6" WIS B2 FT FE
THE SE COR OF SEZ 23-T3N-RTW. SLE&M. & RUNTH £ 85°46'56 W 403 0TIFT TH
HOOGTUP" W 167 $99 FT, THHE°46'56* £ 402 95 T, TH 5 0070296 E 188 09 FT.M1,
TOTHE POBE EXCEPT THEREFEM THAT FORTION WITHIN 1100 WEST k1l

T BN BEG AT AFs SE7465 W3- M T ALG TREGECLN & M 00197 E3 10ET IR
THE SE COR OF "EC2LTSNRIW, SLM, & RUNTE § 69°46°55° W 407 50 FT. TR
CoOT4E W 98741 FT. THN 8p°46'56" E £33 077 FT. TH S 00206 E 53 74 FT TO THE.
30 TOSETHER WITH & SUBIECT TG AR/W LESSTO STREET COWT 086
ACRES (NOTE, THIS REMATNING LEGAL WAS WRITTEN N THE DAVIS COUNTY
REQCKDERS OFFICE FORIT FURPOSES IT DOESHOTREFLECT A SURVEY OF

126746 E7 BEG AT A PTIEP 5505 323 1EFT ALGTHE SEC LINE PR THE NW COF. OF SEC 25
TIREIW SLM, & RUNTH N £5735'05* B 71 SFT ALG THE SEC LINE, TH S 2695850°
Vi 23260 FT, TH £ ("1130" W M €6 FT TOTHE N LINE OF A DECICATED STR, THN
BI°45 10" W 122 % FT ALG THE ¥ LINE OF ST DEDICATED STK TO THE CENTER OF
THE CREEK, TH N31°2601" E 119 22 FT ALG THE CENTEF OF TEE CHEER, THN
CONT € 48 ACRES

1678 15 BEG AT PT W B5°5505" E 404 €8 FT AT,G THE SEC LINE TR THE W CCR OF SEC 25
TINEIW SLM, & RON THN 89°5505* E §3 S0FT ALG THE SEC LING, THE 2391 1'50°
W22 02FT.TH $ 0°1150° W 34 B FT TO THE N LINE CF A DEDICATED £Tk, TH I
89°4510° W 100 FT ALG THE W LINE OF SD DEDICATEL STR. TH N 0°11'50° E 34 36
FT.TE N26"5850° E2R2 S0 FTTOTHE BOR  CONT 0 52 ACRET

TVOBINCNT ELLTVOTTH IASC & JIENUEEE 1 w’? 1956 4320 83 BEING A FART OF THE SW 1 OF SEC 3
fedi S onie )
LOUEFRTHE &% CC
DCES NATEEFLECT ASURVEY OF THE PROPERTY )
71 BOCOTE OLSON MARGAFET E 1 o 19948
TEUSTEE
02385 FLL TE £ 895505 W12 E3 FT TOTHE POE
T OBDTEIE" IO SCOTTEA EVAF 04 1908
T ISFTTLTHEROE  “ORT 082 ACPES
73 BITLNIL WOGLLEY XH ANNER & i 16r 1356
ASHLEY EVA ! CSCH
W5 FTTHERECF
Ta BUINLTE BOMAN TIM i T55% 159t
POB CONT 080 ACLES
T4 B16dLVS TATHCAFRT TAMIE] 1 g 155+
SIT29FTTO THE POE
Tt F1640713 BENSON, EXAD D & MAUREET H 1305 1996
L ULSE - TRUSTEES
TH 801707 W 135 S5 FT TO THE POR
7" Bivdobll “FILLIAMS KEIQTETHE & VERE 1 1% R
DIAN . TRUSTEES
PCB  CONWT ) 50 ACRES TOTAL ACREAGE 2 665€ ACEES
8 BTHLU6E GINES KENTT & SHAUNN 1 m?7 195 €
TC-FETHER WITH & SUBJECT TC A RAW CONT 151 ACRES
7¢ B9740%E GINES. KENT T & SHAULIN Y 19596
THEPEOPERTY )
80 BOITOOTY FARMINGTCH CREER ESTATES t 120 1596
LLC
F°09'TF E 168 59 FT TOTHE POR
81 BI7M0475 FARMINGTON HEEK ESTATES H £ 1956
ELE
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Clazdfication:

Asteiunent

1336

Atsesaient
Ammount

353 OTBEG AT A PTWHISN E2*35US' E 657 21 F7 Al G THE SEe LINE FF TEE KW O OF
SEC IS TIN-RIW SLM. & FUNTH £ 0902 04" | 243 15T TS THEN LINE OF THE
DECICATED STF. TEN £8°43'10° W 25p 40 FT ALG THE N LDT OF 5D DELICATED
STR.THNO®13S0" B 3¢ S6FL TH N 231157 § 224 2 FTTO THE SECLINE. TE N
£°5503 E1€903FTTOTHEPOE  CONT 123 ACRES

BX BATRTT

LAWSCIL LECH & TEEANM

TLA590 41 REG AT ATT WHIS N 833505 E 657 21 57 AL0 “HE SECLIDTEFR THENW COR OF
SEC 25-73N-P1W, SLM, & RUN TH X 5%°55¢5° E 221 €7 FT ALG THE SECLINE TH §
*02Ce’ E 21 76 FT TOTHE K2 COR OF FpTY TONV I TI5-70%, TH £ 855505 W 190
FI,TH S 050204 B 22242 FT. TH N £9%42°10' W 121 67FT ALG THE NLOGE OF A

TEDICATET: STF. THH 0%0205" W 242 61 FTTODIE  CONT 75 ACRES

123292 0T EEG AT A FT WH IS HES*I505" E 778 86 ¥ LG TAE SEC L0 B 000 E 0172
FT PR THE NW CLE OF SEC 25TIN R W, SLM. & FU2 TE 1S5 5508 E 100FT TE &
(200 £ 223 91 FT TOTHE K 1INE OF A DEDIGATED €TE. TH N 894519 W 160 FT
ALS THE HLIE OF ST DEDICATED STE, TH N 0°0%05° W 222 42 FT TOTHE FCE
CCNT 05! ACRES

420150 35 FEG AT A FTNESS505" EB78 SE FT ALG EC LINE FF. 5W COF SEC M-TINRIW,
SLAL &RUN T K 050236 W 244 57 FT_TH N §7%47 E 100 COFT, TH 5 0°0206 W
SU€ 4 FT, TH N 25°4R'10° ¥ 103 09 FT AY.G A FEHCE, TH H0°02 08 W 261 83 FT TO
POE  SUBECTTOESMIS CONT 1 16ACRES ALSO.BEGATAFTHN
£5°550% EETB 32 FT ALY THE FEC LINE FR THE §W NOR OF SEC24-TRNR W,
SLM. & RUNTH W (0306 W 244 57 FT, TH 5 84°¢7 W 123 5T, TH § 00244" E 243 57
FLTRW 35505 EI0FTTOTEE FOR  CONT 067 ACRES  ALSQ THAT
LANRD I DAVIS CC, WTAR, BEING A PART OF THE W 114 OF SEC 24 & THE SE 1:4
OF SECLE TINRIW. 5L DE2C AS FOLLOWS BEG AT A PTWHISH 89°5505 £
¥¥7 14 FT FR THE SW CCR OF 5D SEC 2a (£ ASIS OF BEARTHGE PEDN 3 M 195505 §
SETWEENTHE §W C0R & THE £ 14 CR OF 8D SEC 4T3 THE CENTER LIME OF
HORTH COTTONWOOD CREEL. TH A1(G SI CENTER LINE N 44°4% 20° E 17307 T,
THNA1CTII" E 16091 FT. THH 894700 £ 197 47 FT, TH § 00°0206" E 244 23 FT
THSESNOV WA MEFTTOTHE POB  OONT 17CACRES  TrTAL ACREARE
%33 ACEES

12: 714 2 BEGAT A PTHESS0Y E 7R 80 FT ALG SE LN TF EW COR OF S5 26-T3H-
RIW, SLM, & RURTHN 050200 W 244 57 FT. TH N 85%4™E 35 11 FTTO WLV RR
RW FENCE, TH § 5372526 E 115 OFT, M/L, TH $¢°. 6" E 413 ISFT, THR g9%4p 10" W
1600 FT AL'G AFENCE. TH N (0506 W 261 84 F5 TC I'OB CONT LO5ACRES

119.99% 67 EEG AT AFT NES*S505 E 10 B3 FT ALG STCLNE FF SW O, SF SEC A TIT
EIW, S1M, & RUNTHH 0°02 0" W 152 02 FT TO WL Y Kk B/ EENCE TES
24°3526' 5176 0 FL ML, TH $ 0°02'06" B 2¢1 02 FT, TH M 85°48' 10 W WOOFTALG A
FENCE, THN 00208 W2 B3FT TO PO CONT 071 ATRES

134885 65 FEG AT A PTNE¥330S' E 1 172EEFT ALG SECLINE FF 5W COR OF SEC 24. T35
RIW, SLI, & RUN TH H 4°02'06" W 7 15 FT T¢ WLY RR R FENCE, TH § 3526
E 32004 FT, ML, THF 89°4810° W 187 72 FT 4LG EENCE, TH HO%02G6" W 293 83 FT
TOPO:  CONT 0345 ACFES

2900148 BEG AT A FT ONTEE 5 LINE OF 500 SOUTH Tk, 5T 7T BELITS § 69350 % 65357
FT ALGTHE SECLLNE & § 0°1720° E 297 37 FT FR THE N 14 COR OF SEC 25.T3H-
RIW SLEAM & FUN TENE9°5505° E 121 00 FT ALG 5D 300 SOT7H TR, THS
(41720 E 4RI 2 FI.TH ALG A FENCE LINE N £%419 17 W 9174 FT, TH § 8054245 W
124 £2FT TOTHEELY LIFE OF & KR BAY, TH MWL Y ALG SDLIE & ALG THE
ARC OF A 2216 B5FT RAD CURVE TO THE LEFT FOR A AR 2 LIST OF 248 95 F2,
(CHORD BEARING & TIST = N 20%24'12 W 247 5 ET) TH H 89%5505 £ 167 48 FI, TH
WOFITI0" W 3T 77 FTLTH HES 505" ¥ 19 00 FT THN 0°13°20° W 216 22 FT Tr THE
FOB  CONT 2100 ACRES  ALSO, BEG AT A PT ONTEE S LINE OF 509 SOUTH
ETR AT A VT 8 B)°55'05" W B339 FT ALG THE SEC LINE & £ 07172 E 207 TiFTFR
THE N 174 CCOR CF SEC 25-TSNEIW, SLE&M, & RUNTH S 091720 E 216 22F7. TH S
TII0F W 2000 FT, THN 01720 W 21022 FT. TH N §2°55'05* E 20 00 FT £LG THE
SLINE OF 500 SOUTH STRTOTEE POR  CINT C10ACRES  TOTAL A “REAGE
S292ACRES  (HOTE THIS KEMAINING LEGAL WAS WIITTEN I THE [ AVIS
CIUHTY RECORDER 'S CFFICEFOR TD PURPCSES IT LCES NOT REFLECT A
SURVEY OF THE PROFERTY.)

125967 64 BEGAT A TT ON SLINE OF ALAME, WH IS 5 £5°5T W TE2YEFTALGSECLINEL S
0°1525" E 284 39 FT FR N 14 COR GF SEC 25-TSH-R1W SLM, RUNTH S0°1525' K
500 FT, TEN £9*5T'E 129 FT, TR N 0°1525° W 300 FT TO & LINE ©F ST LANE TH §
B5°5T WIS FTTOPOR LESSTOSTR DEDICATION CONT 085 ATRES

135285 24 BEEGAT APTWEISSSMEFT B W 1331 S FT & $89°5237 E 174 €3 FT FR THE NE
COE OF THE IW 1M OF SEC ZRTINR W, SLig {BEARINTG BASE 1§ THE DAVIZ
COUNTY BEARING BASE], & RUNTH 5 g9°52°20° E 486 31 FT TOTHE W'L¥ LINE OF
A STR, THR 10°45 W 343 95 FT ALG THE W'LY LINE OF THE €Tk TOTHE § LINE OF
GLOVERS LANE. TH N £9°3047* W 177 0 FT ALG THE SLINE OF GLOVEXRS LANE,
TH S 25570 FT. TR N €9°22°30" W 245 19 FT, TR S§304 FTTOTEEFOE  CONT 205
ACRES

$23957 62 BEG AT A PT CHI TRE W LTNE CE AN 80 FT £.D WHISS0°2%'51' E 534 6FT ALG THE
144 SECLINE & W 22 FT FR. THE NE COR OF THE W 1A OF SEC 25 TIN-RIW, SLM,
& PN TEW 48).1 FT TOTHE ELY LINE OF THE D&RGW RE /W, THS 1045 E
31T437 FT ALG 5D BfW. TH E 452 55 FT TO THE WLY E/W LINE OF THE FI". TH ALG
THEWLYM'CFTHIRDN?"-‘AWE]]‘SSI"]'TC"I'H'E?OB OCNT 115 ACRES

$25,237 15 BEG ON THE W LINE OF A B0FT ED S 0°2931 F 649 95 T ALG THE VA SEC LI &
"W 25 61FT FR THE ME COR CF THE SW /4 OF SEC 25-TIN-R1W. SLM & KUNTEW
45252 FT TO THEETY LINE OF THE DAEGW FRR/W, TH S 10°45' E 117455 FT ALG
SD /W, THE 440 87 FT TO THE WL Y RAW LINE OF THE RD. TH NLY ALG THE ARC
OF A 3659 T2 FT XAD CUKVE TO THE RIGHT 100 45 FT ALG 5D RD. TH ALG THE
WLY W OF THE RD K 3"1640°E 1558 FTTOTREPOR  CONT 115 ACRES

132 193 ¢
B T REDCAPLLC H m7 135 6
5 EIM012% MOYES WILLIAM D' & SULANHE 2 161 1296
R
B VLIS PATE LDALLAS & JAYEEL nzg 1956
TRUSTEES
B B07M.E1 PACE. LAWRENCEE & RAY J FEH 19% €
TRUSTEES
SR BMIH B4 LANTASTER DAMELL & H 1748 1896
WHITNEY N
By EYMN(2Z WEILSEN MARTIN D & JUDTTH ¢ T 1254 193¢
90 BMNT] ANTZRZEN, JOHN CHARLES & 1 138 199 ¢
MACLEME E - TRUSTEES
71 &MLt HILL.ERINEST I & TEERESA A 1 1783 1596
92 20790005 HaCHING THOMAL & PAULVIN 1 1202 1556
$X BUI900J0 FAGET, PHILIP & STACEY L 1 164 1956
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Frontage' Anmuurnt Asserenens

Classfication. || (Feat) LE Amwun®

303001, VEFITEEG,EEES) & REEECCA [ e IED $.:7% 5 BEGONTEE WLIKE CFAECFTRD =
T

0°%5 51" E £80 P FT AL THE 14 SECLIKE &
WSEFTFRTRE KE COR OF THE SW 144 OF 550 26.T50R1W, 520 TH W 452 44 FT
TCTAEELYLTME CF THED&RGW RR Ry, TH 11045 W 7634 IT ALG ST bW,
THE VI3FT A2 0 SDRW.TB N19°45 W 3¢ 6y FT ALG SORAW. THE 41057 FTTG
TEE W LINE OF €2 KD TE SLY ALG THE w1y LIVEOF 50 RD 116 52 FT QOIS 6
TN E S R2FT)TOTEEFOE  CONT 115 ACEES

=

BsT012 CAMEPEEL]L ROSFH ZEC N T 1M1 1556 150080
TETVETERS

TEGATAFT ON WLIE OF A1 FT ED TR B S ORI T
LINE & W 521 FTFR NECOF OF §9° 174 CFSEC 29 TINE W, S10¢, TH W 45: £¢ FT
TOELY LOE CF D B FGW R R, TH 5 1g7q5 B 19 B FT ALG SN RE W THE
450 7FT TOWLY RAWOFED TH AT G WY LINE OF ST RD IN A MWL Y
THRECTION & ALG ARC CF A SEGMENTT OF CURVE 1014 FTTORGR  €ONT 100
ACHE  (SL SEGMENT OF CURVE B AS A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 199920° & ARAD
OF 3855 92 FT ST SEGMENT OF CUR'VE HaS A LG CHORD OF 101 42 FT 3EARING X0
SULE W)

% BYNDIE SCTHETSELAAP JARED & DENISE 1 %= 19 T12%61 76 BEGAT A PT ONB'LY AW LINE OF D&RGWIF 500751 E5H 6FT ALG IMSEC
B LINE & W S(31FT & 7 16°25°E273 52 FT ALG AID FLY LINE & W 17 3FT & § 10%65
Z 18065 FT ALGSDELY LINE FRITE COR OF % 104 OF SEC 25 TIH.R1W, SLM. TH
S1045 E 10 TAFT ALGSD BLYLINE, THE 45) 68 FT TOWLY LIVE OF AN & FT
FRONTAGE RD, TH I 1T W30 45 FT ALG O WLY UINE, TH NLY 91 32 FT ALG
#RCOF A 3856 2 FT RAD CUEVE TC RISET 70 A PTE OF FOB, 73 W 450 TTFT T
B3 COVT 107% AGRES

o ot 1 JCHES GARVIIWATIE & TOT T TS € 1507 FL1L07T 31 BEG ON THE WLY FAW LINE OF AN BO FT R, WH IS S 02051 £ 10005 FTALG
Az THE 14 SECLINE & E 2924 FT FR THE ME COF (F THE §% 14 OF 517 257 MEIW
FLM, THS 1107 E 101 42 FT ALG THE W1y LNE OF SDFD, TH W4M 04 FT T
THEETYINE OF THE RE. TH 11 10°45 Brag 0 7T ALGR/AV SF SDRE, THW 177
FT ALGRE R/W TEX 10745 W1 55 FT AL G RR RA TH E 450 68377 TO FOB
CCNT 1017 ACRES
U3 BV L WILLES SUZANNE 13 UTIEE q ¥7 [

T R FEGON WEY BW LINE OF AL FT ROADWHIS G 02051 E 12 £ FT ALG VA SEC
LIME & E 6 B T FRNE OOR OF W 172 OF S50 25 TARLIW, SLI, TH N 11007 ¥r
10142 FT ALG WL Y W/W LINE OF SID KD, TH W 43404 7T TOELY RW LING OF
DERGW RN TH S 1045 E W01 T9FT ALG SD PRK/W, TEE 434 "FT TOPOE
CONT 0837 ACKES
H 271 [T $EIT 74 BEG AT ATT WHIS S 022 B 1514 FT ALG THE SECLDE & NE552 W 1T (1T
ALGTHE "ENTERLINE OF GLOVER S LANE & T (708 W 391 85 FT Fk THE ME COR
OF THE £E 164 OF SEC 25 TRIRIW. SLM & RUNTH € 89°5:° E 27 56 FT, TH S 008"
Wil BIFT. ML T APT CRBNDF ¥ LTNGE AGNMT RECORDE! SEFT 26, 207 A5
ENT: Y 2108666 BF 357 P 3 126 TH AL G SD AGMT SE9°125T W 26y 36 FT, TH N
B9°3a07 W 59 3 FT, THIN 89°59'33 W g6 5¢ F7, TR N £557'58" W 225 39 FT TO THE
ELY LINE OF ARES FTSTR, THN 11912 W 216 90FT AL SDELY STRLINE, THs
VST ETHFTTOTHE FCE CONT 483 ACRES  (NOTE THIS REMADIING
“EGAL WAS WRITTEN I THE DAVIS COURTY EECCRLERS CFFICE FOR 1T
FURFOSES ITDOES NOT REFIECT A SUEVEY OF THE PROFERTY)

9p EMW0C.EF GITAELIAN ML D & B
RIRNE - THUTEES

103 8B M KOWEE RARLEWE O TFUS. EE 1 REEN 19%¢

12257245 BEGAT AFT WHI SC22 E 1514 FT ALG SECLINE & 89750 W 178724 FTALCG
ANT MOWER, WILLIS §

CENTERLDIE CF SLOVERSLANE & § 0%09'W 753 30 FT FR RE COR OF £E 14 OF
SEC Z5-TIN-EIW, SLM. TH L 0'UF W 107 5CFT THH 897 W73¢ FTTOELT LINE
OF £ STE, TH N11°12 W 47 51 T AL G E'LY LINE OF SD STR TOPC OF A 3776 72 FT
¥ AD CURVE T FIGHT WITH A CEMTR AL ANGLE UF 2°33%", TH AT G AKC OF £7
CUFVE LS 56 FT.MA TC § LTNE PPTY CONV IN 664.623 TH 259°52 E 124 FT, TH §
W WISIFT. THS85°52 E (NLFT MUL.TCROB  COMT § B} ACKES

W SREIS NERATCEE ICHNIATL & H 10, 1596

00398 94 BEGAT AFT S0 E 19 4 FTALG SECLINE & W E352 B 176524 FT ALC CENTER
MARLYY R

LINE OF AR & £ 1903 W 6207 FT FR ME COP OF SE /4 OF SEC 5. TINR1W, SLM
FUN TH £ 0902 W 102 50 7T THN 899523 61| FT, ML, TC A PT 144 FTECFELY
LDNE OF AMWY, THN 0503 E 2 50 FT, TH 1 89°52' W 144 FT, 3L, TC F1Y L1% OF
SDEWY, THELY ALG ST EWY AL G ARC GF A 377 72 FT RAD CURVE TOLEFT
TCAFTHE¥ W OF APOB.THT 89°52'E 774 40FT, ML, TOFO2  CONT 1 &0
ACRES

$47¢T3PIBREGAT A PT Y 022 E 191 47T ALG THE SEC LINE & H 8955 W 1785 24 FL ALD
THE CEWZER LINE OF GLOVEES LANE & $ 008 W 443 6 FT FR THE NE COR OF SE
144 OF SEC 25-T3N-R1W. SLM, ERUNTH 5 0°05' W 21229 FT, TH NE3°32 W 734 4 5T
TOTHE ELY LINE OF A STR. THN ALG THE EL Y LINE OF Sir STR & THE ARC OF &
3739 72 FTRAD CURVE WHRUNS I & 171 Y DIRECTIOR 196 16 FT (ST SEGMENT
OF CURVE HAS & CENTRAL ANGLE OF 2°5825' & ALC OF 19€ 12 FT BEATING N
71150 W), TH LEAVING SD CURVE. & RUN THN 31740 E 17 80FT. THS 85°52'%
9% 4TF1 TO THEPOE  CONRT 284 ACKES

02 BkiLILL LARCRW, HYRD DEEJR & B FIEN [EE
BONNIE

0.

BXE0LAE LDUE WESTLLC 1 e 1956 $19.57% 91 BEG AT A PT WH 1S S072200° E197 40 FT ALG THE S5C LINE & NE*52'0" W

2473 %0 FT ALG THE CENTER LINE OF GLOVER'SLANE & § 9°0800" W 365 60FT FR
THEE 14 COR CF SEC 25-TINF1W, SL4, & RUNTH S 0°0800° W 100 06 FL, TH N
BY°5T00° W 14 9 FT PARALLEL TOTHE & LINE OF SD GLOVER'S LANE, THW 568
FT TOTHE E LINE OF £50 WEST STR, TH N0*0¢'00" E 100 00 FT ALG THE £ LIVE OF
€30 WEST 5TR. TH $ 89°5200' E 111 7 FI TOTHE POE. CONT 0 256 ACRES

104 BOEC200% BROWIT MARE § & JAMETTEL 1 %23 1506 19620 44 BEGDNS'LDTECEGLMR‘SLAN'EATAYFsU‘:Z'E]sua;TALGTR‘ESEC]_m

& N89*52 W 27390 FT ALG TEE CENTER OF SD LANE & $0°08 W 330 FTFR}E

COR OF SE 144 OF SEC 25-T3N-RIW, SLIML, & PUNTH H 85°52' W 100 0 FT ALG THE §
LINE OF §D LAKE. TES 005 W 434 60 FT ALG A FENCE LINE. TE 589°%2 E 100 0
FT, TH 1 0°%¢' E 435 60FT ALG ANOTHER FENCELINE TOTHEFOR  CONI 1060
ACRES

105 BOEOUOIC MATTHEWS LEGACY FAEMLLC 1 wcs 1996 $39,919 17 BEG ON S LINE OF GLOVEE'SLANE AT A PT S0%2XE 191 40 FT ALGTHE SEC LTINE
& WEI*SL W 1924 67 FT ALG THE CENTER CF SDLANE & 5 0°08' W 32 0 FT FR NE
VCE OF SE 74 OF SEC 25-TSN-KIW, S, & RUNTE NE9*32 W 269 3 FT ALGSD
LANE. THS 0°08' W 435 60FT ALG A FENCE LINE TR S 25%2'E 254 23FT. THN
0°08" E 437 60 FT ALG ANCTEER FENCE LINE TOFOB  CONT 300 ACKES
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Asveiturat
L¥
193¢

Asseignrnn

Ammn

13220577 FEOON SLINE OF CLOVERT LANE AT A PT ¢°27 E 19149 F- ALG THE SEC LIME
& MEy°sy W 1785 AFT ALGTHE CENTEF CF SDLANE a 5357 W 33 O0FTFR TEE
ME COR. OF SE LM OF TEC 25TIN-R 1%, §1M, RUNTH 17 E5°52 W 12843 FT ALG ST
LANE TES 708 W43 60FT ALG A FENCE LDVE, TH $ £9%50°E 189 43 FT TH 1T
(08 5433 69FT ALGANCTHER FENCE LINETDPOB  COKT 1BE3 ACRES

T104%8 53 BEGAT APT SOFZZ E 1914 FT WE9SST oy 1705 22 FT £ S 003 IFTFRTHEE 1M
COR OF SEC 22 TIR-RIW, SLESM. & RTIITH S 85450 E SCFT, TH § 098 W 65048
Fi TH 8552 E 65 FT. TH S 0°08 W 85 66 FT. THS 0%0'58° W 2321 FTTO A PTOHY
ENDEY LINE AGMT RECORDED A S B 2108665 BE, 377 PG 1860, TH N89°3027" W
ZE441FT ALG SDEPNDEY LDNE, TH N Q208 E 365 19 FT. T N&=<m W 6L 6EFT. TH
MOOEE N MFTICTHETCE  CONT4 735 ACGRED

¥29.620 27 EEG Ol § LINE OF GLOVER 'S LANE AT APISOE IS0 FT ALGSECITEE T
FY°52 WF 15854 FT ALG CENTER 5D STR & S 0™ W 53 FT FR 1T COR OF SE 144
SECLSTINRIW SLM. THN 952 W 130 FT ALG 5D STF. TH & 002" W §30 36 FT,
TH 5 35%2F 605 FT, TENO*E E 125 58 FT, TH N 85°52 W45 FT PAKALLEL 0 5
LINE S0 STR, THN 905 ESU5FT TOPOB  CONT 54 ACFES

H15.680 31 FES ON SLIWE OF GLOVERSLANE AT 2 97 5 0°22 & 19140 FT ALG SEC LIE & N
59°52 W 1485 24 FTALG CENTER OF SD LANE & 5 J%2 W 33 FT FE 1E COF OF 5%
1A SEC 25 TIR-EIW, SLM TE N E9°52° W 150 FT ALG SDLANE TE 5008 W 525 FT
4LG A FENCE LINE, TH § 2950 E 100 FT, TR 08'E 525 FT TOPOE CONT

i 235 A TRES

TP 003 EEQ QN F LINE OF GLCVERS LANE AT A P15 0'st E 19120 FX ALG . OE SEC “10E
& 18552 W 138524 FT ALG THE CEINTER OF SDLANE & § 208 W 320 FT ER TEE
HECIR SE 14 OF SEC DETINRIW, SLIM & RUNTE N 00950 W 100 OFT ALG 3D
LAKE, TES 995 W25 OFT ALG A FEITSE LINE, THC 82°52°E 100 0 FT THN 008
F50FT ALG AROTHER FENCE LINE TOTHETOR  CONT | 205 ACKES

119.029 99 BEG O SLINE OF GLOVERT LANE AT AFIS 0%, E 171 20 F] ALG THE SEC LINE
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The proposed Improvements to be constructed for the benefit of the properties
within the Assessment Area and their anticipated location are described as follows:

Construction of curb, gutter, and sidewalk along with asphalt extension from the
existing road to the curb, gutter and sidewalk and other pertinent work in order to
complete the project in proper and workmanlike manner. Said Improvements shall be
installed along the following streets within the Assessment Area:

650 West

1100 West
Glover Ln.
500 South

B

ESTIMATED COST OF IMPROVEMENTS

The total cost of Improvements to be constructed for the benefit of properties
within the Assessment Area, including overhead costs and the costs of funding a reserve
fund, is estimated to be approximately $2,886,730, which is anti cipated to be paid by the
Assessment to be levied against benefited property within the Assessment Area.
Estimated costs of Improvements include estimated overhead costs which the City
projects to incur in the creation and administration of the Assessment Area. The City
proposes to levy the Assessment on benefited property within the Assessment Area to
pay for the Improvements according to the estimated benefits to the property from the

Improvements. The total Assessment for the benefited property related to this notice is
estimated to be $2,886,730.

The property owners® portion of the total estimated cost of the Improvements may
be financed during the construction period by the use of interim warrants or bond
anticipation notes. The interest on said warrants or notes, if issued, will be assessed to
the property owners. In lieu of utilizing a guaranty fund, the City anticipates creating a
special reserve fund to secure payment of the special assessment bonds (the “Bonds”™)
anticipated to be issued by the City to finance the proposed Improvements. The currently
estimated interest rate for the Bonds is six percent (6%) with a ten (10) year financing
term. The reserve fund will be initially funded with proceeds of the Bonds in an amount
equal to approximately ten percent (10%) of the total principal amount of Bonds to be
issued. The City Council anticipates applying any moneys remaining in the reserve fund
to the final payment on the Bonds which, in turn, would offset the final assessment
payment to be made by the owners of property benefited by such Improvements, all of
which will be further described in the assessment ordinance to be adopted by the City
Council. The estimated cost of Improvements to be assessed against the benefited
properties within the Assessment Area and the method of assessment are as follows:

Estimated
Classifications Improvements Assessment Method of Assessment*
1 $199.60  Per Linear Frontage Foot

DMWEST #14821159 v2 15



8 foot asphalt, curb,
gutter and sidewalk

2 Sidewalk 46.43  Per Linear Frontage Foot
18.5 foot asphalt, curb,
3 gutter and sidewalk 217,89 Per Linear Frontage Foot

*Except that corner lots will not be assessed for both frontages as applicable, only one.

The City Engineer has prepared a “Certificate of Project Engineer” which, among
other things, identifies the costs of the proposed Improvements. Said Certificate is on file

in the office of the City Recorder who will make such information available to all
interested parties.

PROPERTIES EXCLUDED FROM ASSESSMENT AREA ASSESSMENTS

Government-owned properties shall be excluded from Assessments unless
otherwise agreed to in writing by the City and the owners of such properties. The
determination of qualification for exclusion for government-owned property shall be
based upon exemptions from ad valorem real property taxes for properties owned and
operated by governmental agencies. Unassessed benefitted government property will
receive improvements for which the cost will be allocated proportionately to the
remaining benefitted properties within the proposed Assessment Area. A description of
each unassessed benefitted government property is available for public review in the
office of the City Recorder.

LEVY OF ASSESSMENTS

The Council proposes to levy assessments as provided in the Act on all lots of real
property within the Assessment Area benefiting from the proposed Improvements within
the Assessment Area as described herein. The purpose of the Assessment and levy is to
pay those costs of the proposed Improvements which the City will not assume and pay.
Assessments shall be levied by recorded lot as set forth above.

The Assessments may be paid by property owners in ten (10) annual principal
installments with interest on the unpaid balance at a rate or rates fixed by the Council, or
the whole or any part of the assessment may be paid without interest within sixty (60)
days after the ordinance levying the assessments becomes effective. The Assessment
shall not exceed the benefits derived by the properties within the Assessment Area.
Other payment provisions and enforcement remedies shall be in accordance with the Act.
The Assessments will be collected by directly billing property owners, The City will

ensure that no Assessments will be collected and used for purposes other than those
described in this Notice.

A map of the Assessment Area and specifications of the proposed Improvements
and other related information are on file in the office of the City Recorder who will make

such information available to all interested persons.
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PUBLIC HEARING

The City Council shall hold a public hearing on October 4. 2016 at 7:00 p.m. at
the Farmington City Hall at 160 South Main Street in Farmington, Utah to hear all
objections related to the Assessment Area as set forth in the Act,

TIME FOR FILING PROTESTS

PROTESTS FROM PROPERTY OWNERS OBJECTING TO THE
ASSESSMENT AREA DESIGNATION OR OBJECTING TO BEING ASSESSED FOR
THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS MUST BE FILED IN WRITING, SIGNED BY
AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PROPERTY OWNER, WITH THE
CITY RECORDER OF FARMINGTON EITHER IN PERSON DURING REGULAR
BUSINESS HOURS MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY, OR BY MAIL ON OR BEFORE

5:00 P.M. ON DECEMBER 35, 2016 (ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES, FARMINGTON
CITY HALL).

To be counted against the creation of the Assessment Area, protests or objections
MUST BE IN WRITING, signed by the owners of the property proposed to be assessed.
The written protest must describe or otherwise identify said property. If the linear feet
frontage (except that corner lots will not apply for both frontages as applicable, only one)
that is the subject of timely filed written protests represents at least 40% of the prorated
aggregate linear feet frontage of all property within the Assessment Area, the City
Council will not designate the Assessment Area or impose the Assessment. Protests
withdrawn prior to the expiration of the protest period and protests from areas deleted

from the Assessment Area will not be counted against the creation of the Assessment
Area.

On Tuesday, December 6, 2016 (such date being within 15 days after the date the
protest period expires), at 7:00 p.m. at the Farmington City Hall at 160 South Main Street
in Farmington, Utah, the City Council shall count the written protests filed and calculate
whether adequate protests have been filed and hold a public meeting to announce the
protest tally and whether adequate protests have been filed. The City shall post the total

and percentage of the written protests it has received on its website at least five days
before such meeting,.
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ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON CITY, UTAH,

By: /s/Holly Gadd
City Recorder

Published in Davis County Clipper, September 8, September 15, September 22
and September 29, 2016.
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Section 5. The City Engineer has prepared a “Certificate of Project Engineer”
which, among other things, identifies the costs of the proposed Improvements and is
attached hereto as Exhibit B. The findings and determinations set forth in this resolution
are based, in part, upon said Certificate of Project Engineer.

Section 6. The Council reasonably expects, and hereby confirms its prior
expressions of intent, to reimburse the City from proceeds of the Bonds for capital
expenditures paid by the City (whether or not such expenditures are paid from proceeds
of interim warrants) with respect to the Improvements.

Section 7. This declaration is intended to be a declaration of official intent
under Treasury Regulation § 1.103-18(1).

Section 8. The maximum principal amount of debt expected to be issued for
reimbursement purposes is $4,000,000.

After the conduct of other business not pertinent to the above, the meeting was, on
motion duly made and seconded, adjourned.

(SEAL)

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Recorder
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STATE OF UTAH )
. 88,
COUNTY OF DAVIS )

I, Holly Gadd, the duly chosen, qualified, and acting City Recorder of Farmington
City, Utah, do hereby certify as follows:

L. That the foregoing typewritten pages constitute a fyll, true, and correct
copy of the record of proceedings of the City Council taken at a regular meeting thereof
held in said City on September 6, 2016, at the hour of 7:00 p.m., insofar as said
proceedings relate to the consideration and adoption of a resolution declaring the
proposal of the City Council to designate the "Farmington City, Utah School Safety
Assessment Area” and make certain Improvements therein described as the same appears
of record in my office; that 1 personally attended said meeting, and that the proceedings
were in fact held as in said minutes specified.

.| That due, legal, and timely notice of said meeting was served upon all
members as required by law and the rules and ordinances of said City.

3. That the above resolution was deposited in my office on September 6,

2016, has been recorded by me, and is a part of the permanent records of Farmington
City, Utah.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my official signature and
affixed the seal of said City this September 6, 2016.

(SEAL)

By:

City Recorder
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STATE OF UTAH ) AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

| 8S. NOTICE OF INTENTION
COUNTY OF DAVIS )

I, Holly Gadd, the duly chosen, qualified, and acting City Recorder of Farmington
City, Utah, do hereby certify that the attached Notice of Intention to Designate Proposed

Assessment Area was approved and adopted in the proceedings of the City Council had
on September 6, 2016.

I further certify that on September 13, 2016 (a date not later than ten (10) days
after the first publication of the Notice of Intention to Designate Proposed Assessment
Area), I mailed a true copy of the Notice of Intention to Designate Proposed Assessment
Area to designate the "Farmington City, Utah School Safety Assessment Area" by United
States Mail, postage prepaid to each owner of land to be assessed within the proposed
Assessment Area at the last known address of each owner, using for such purpose the
names and addresses appearing on the last completed real property assessment rolls of
Davis County, Utah. In addition, I mailed on the same date a copy of such notice,
postage prepaid, addressed to “Owner™ at the street number, post office box, rural route

number, or other mailing address of each piece of improved property affected by the
assessment.

I further certify that a certified copy of said Notice of Intention to Designate
Proposed Assessment Area together with profiles of the Improvements and a map of the

proposed Assessment Area was on file in my office for inspection by any interested
parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the corporate
seal of Farmington City, Utah, this September _, 2016.

(SEAL)

City Recorder
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(atfidavit of proof of publication of the Notice of Intention to Designate Proposed
Assessment Area)
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EXHIBIT A
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN MEETING LAW

I, Holly Gadd, the undersigned City Recorder of Farmington City, Utah (the
“City”). do hereby certify, according to the records of the City in my official possession,
and upon my own knowledge and belief, that in accordance with the requirements of
Section 52-4-202, Utah Code Annotated, 1953, as amended, I gave not less than twenty-
four (24) hours public notice of the agenda, date, time, and place of the September 6,
2016, public meeting held by the City as follows:

(a) By causing a Notice, in the form attached hereto as Schedule 1, to
be posted at the principal offices of the City on ,» 2016, at least
twenty-four (24) hours prior to the convening of the meetin g, said Notice having

continuously remained so posted and available for public inspection until the
completion of the meeting;

(b) By causing a copy of such Notice, in the form attached hereto as
Schedule 1, to be delivered to the Davis County Clipper on , 2016,

at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to the convening of the meeting; and

(c) By causing a copy of such Notice, in the form attached hereto as
Schedule 1, to be posted on the Utah Public Notice Website (http://pmn.utah.gov)
at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to the convening of the meeting.

In addition, the Notice of 2016 Annual Meeting Schedule for the City Council
(attached hereto as Schedule 2) was given specifying the date, time, and place of the
regular meetings of the City Council of the City to be held during the year, by causing
said Notice to be posted on » 2016, at the principal office of the City
Council and by causing a copy of said Notice to be provided to at least one newspaper of

general circulation within the geographic jurisdiction of the City on .
2016.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, 1 have hereunto subscribed my official signature this
September 6, 2016.

(SEAL)

City Recorder
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SCHEDULE 1

NOTICE OF MEETING
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SCHEDULE 2

ANNUAL MEETING SCHEDULE
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EXHIBIT B

COSTS CERTIFICATE OF PROJECT ENGINEER
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CERTIFICATE OF PROJECT ENGINEER

The undersigned project engineer for the Farmington City, Utah School Safety
Assessment Area (the “Assessment Area™) hereby certifies as follows:

1 I am an engineer engaged by Farmington City, Utah, to perform the
necessary engineering services for and to supervise the acquisition, construction or

installation of the improvements proposed to be acquired, constructed, and/or installed
within the Assessment Area,

) The estimated costs of the proposed improvements to be acquired,
constructed, and/or installed within the Assessment Area are set forth in the attachment
hereto. Said estimated costs are based on preliminary engineering estimates for the type
and location of said proposed improvements as of the date hereof [iincluding a review of
estimates and plans submitted by the property owner’s engineers)].

DATE:
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EXHIBIT ©

ASSESSMENTS
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Farmington City, UT

Special Assessment Bonds, Series 2017

Calendar of Events [ D
$2,000,0001 E

as of Monday, August 15, 2016

August 2016 September 2016 October 2016
'S M T W T F s§| 'S M T W T F s| 'S M T W T F s|
112 (345|686 112 (3 1

71819 [10]11]12]13 4 15616,/ 7 81910 213 4 5|6 /7|8

141516 (17 118 19| 20 11112 13 14 | 15616 | 17 9 110 11 1121314 |15

21 |22 |23 124 | 25| 26 | 27 18 19 120 | 21 |22 |23 | 24 161718 |19 |20 21| 22

28 12930 H 25 126 |27 | 28|29 | 30 23|24 | 25 |26 |27 | 28 129

30| 31
Day Date Event Responsibility
2016

Thursday August 25 Bond Counsel distributes draft Intent Resolution to the working BC
group.

Thursday September 1 Intent Resolution is placed on City Council Agenda for the regular BC,CM
City Council meeting on Tuesday, September 6, 2016.

Tuesday September 6  Regular City Council meeting to consider adopting an Intent ALL
Resolution which declares the intent of the governing body to
designate an Assessment Area and calls for a Public Hearing.

Thursday September 8 First publication of the “Natice of Intent’ published in The Davis ON
County Clipper.

Tuesday September 13 “Notice of Intent” mailed to each property owner and each street CM
address, if applicable. (Must be within 10 days of first publication)

Thursday September 15 Second publication of the “Notice of Intent" published in The Davis ON
County Clipper.

Thursday September 22 Third publication of “Notice of Intent” published in The Davis ON
County Clipper.

Thursday September 29 Fourth publication of “Notice of Intent” published in The Davis ON
County Clipper.

Tuesday October 4 Public Hearing. (City Offices) M, CC, CM, ACM,

CT,IC,FA

Thursday December 1 Resolution sent to the City to be placed on the agenda for the BC
upcoming regular City Council meeting held on Tuesday,
December 6, 2016.

Tuesday December 6  Regular City Council meeting to consider adopting a resolution M, CC, CM, ACM,
designating Special Assessment Area 1, and authorizing the CT,IC,FA
publication of a “Notice of Construction Bids",

Thursday December 22 “Notice of Construction Bids” published by this date. (Required at BC,CR

least 15 days in advance of bid due date.)

1 Preliminary; subject to change

ZIONS PUBLIC FINANCE, Inc.



As of Monday, August 15, 2016

Calendar of Events
Farmington City, UT
Special Assessmenl Bonds, Series 2017

January 2017 February 2017 March 2017
'S M T W T F 5| 'S M T W T F § 'S M T W T F s|
11213141567 112 (3] 4 11213 | 4
8 | 9 [10]11]12]13] 14 5.6 [7]8]9][10]11 5 6789 10[11
15016117 18119120 | 21 12 113 |14 [ 1516 |17 | 18 12113 [ 141151617 | 18
22 |23 |24 125|726 |27 | 28 19 120 | 21122 |23 | 24|25 19120 [ 21 |22 | 23|24 | 25
29 | 30 | 31 26 | 27 | 28 26|27 (2829|3031
Day Date Event Responsibility
2017
Thursday January 19 Construction bids are due. CE, ACM
Tuesday February 7 Construction award and execution of construction contract. CE,ACM, IC
Monday March 27 Construction commences.
Issuance of Interim Financing/Bond Anticipation Notes.
September 2017 October 2017 November 2017
'S M T W T F §| 's M T W T F S| 'S M T W T F s |
1 2 112 134|567 11213 4
34|56 7|88 8§ |9 [10{ 1111213 ] 14 51617 | 81911011
1011 (1213114 15| 16 15116 |17 |18 19 120 | 21 12113{ 14 | 15|16 | 17 | 18
17 118 |19 120 |21 | 22 | 23 22 |23 | 24 | 25|26 | 27 | 28 19120 21 |22 | 23|24 | 25
24 | 25|26 |27 | 28 | 29 | 30 29|30 | 31 2627128 | 29| 30
Day Date Event Responsibility
Fall 2017
Thursday October 5 Based on bids, construction costs are known and the estimated ACM, CE, BC, FA
assessments are calculated. The Assessment Roll designates the
assessments and the parcel numbers to be assessed.
Thursday October 12 Resolution calling for a Board of Equalization is sent to the City for BC
the upcoming meeting on (Date and Time TBD).
Thursday October 17 Governing body adopts a resolution appointing a Board of M, CC, CM, ACM,
Equalization and Review. The Board meets for three consecutive CT,IC, FA

days for one hour between 9:00 am and 9:00 pm. The Board

consists of members of the governing body or designees.
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As of Monday, August 15, 2016

Calendar of Events
Farmington City, UT

Special Assessment Bonds, Series 2017

November 2017 December 2017 January 2018
'S M T W T F s | 'S M T W T F S| 'S M T W T F §|
112314 1] 2 112 |3 14|56
516 | 71819 101 314|516 17819 71818 10 11112]13

12 113 [ 14 (1516 [ 17| 18 1011112 13 114 1151 16 14115 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20

19120121 [ 22 |23 |24 125 17 118 [ 19120 | 21 | 22 | 23 2112223 |24 125 |26 |27

26127 (28|29 | 30 24 125126127 2812930 28129 30 | 3

3 1
Day Date Event Responsibility
Fall / Winter
2017 and 2018

Thursday October 26 “Notice of Board of Equalization” is published in The Davis County ON
Clipper (Must be published once between 20 and 35 days prior to
the date that the Board meets).

Friday October 27 Double mailing. The Notice is mailed no later than 10 days after CR,CT
the publication to: 1) each owner within the SAA; and 2) each
street address or other mailing address within the SAA, if
applicable.

Monday October 30 The municipality provides an affidavit from the publisher regarding CR
the publication of the Notice and a certificate verifying the “double
mailing.”

Tuesday November 28  First meeting of the Board of Equalization and Review. 6

Wednesday ~ November29  Second meeting of the Board of Equalization and Review. cC

Thursday November 30 Third meeting of the Board of Equalization and Review. {6

Thursday December 14 Assessment Ordinance and Bond Resolution sent to the City to BC
be placed on the agenda for the upcoming City Council meeting
held on (Date and Time TBD).

Tuesday January 2 Regular City Council meeting to receive findings and M, CC, CM, ACM,
recommendations from the Board of Equalization and Review, CT,IC, FA
and to consider adopting the Assessment Ordinance and Bond
Resolution (A copy of the BOE findings must be delivered to each
property owner who participated in the Board of Equalization
hearings).

Thursday January 4 City distributes final assessment amounts to property owners CT,CR
showing total assessment and interest if not prepaid and total
assessment if prepaid.

Thursday January 4 City publishes the Assessment Ordinance and “Notice of Bonds to BC,CR

be Issued” once in The Davis County Clipper (Triggers a 25-day
prepayment period).
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As of Monday, August 15, 2016 Calendar of Events

Farmington City, UT
Special Assessment Bonds, Series 2017

January 2018 February 2018 March 2018
S M T W T F 8| 'S M T W T F §| s M T W T F s|
112131415 6 1 213 1.2 3
708 9 1101111213 4 |51 6! 718[]9]10 4151 6 718191
14 115 |16 |17 | 18 [ 19 | 20 11112 113 [ 14 1516 | 17 1M112] 13 [ 141516 | 17
21 122 123 |24 |25 |26 | 27 18 |19 |20 | 21122 | 23 | 24 181191 20 | 21 |22 (23| 24
28 129 |30 | 31 25 |26 | 27 | 28 25126 27 | 28129 (30| 31
Day Date Event Responsibility
Winter 2018
Wednesday January 31 City files a Notice of Assessment Interest with the County CT,BC
Recorder along with the list of assessed property owners, tax IDs
and legal descriptions.
Friday February9  Bond Counsel distributes draft of closing documents for review. BC
Friday February 16 Comments on closing documents submitted to bond counsel by ALL
this date.
Thursday February 22 Bond closing. {Offices of Bond Counsel, Time TBD) ALL
LEGEND
ACM Assistant City Manager Keith Johnson
BC Bond Counsel Ballard Spahr LLP
cC City Council Farmington City Council
CM City Manager Dave Millheim
CR City Recorder Holly Gadd
CT City Treasurer Shannon Harper
FA Financial Advisor Zions Public Finance
IC Issuer's Counsel Todd Godfrey
M Mayor Jim Talbot
ON Official Newspaper The Davis County Clipper
P Purchaser TBD
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SALT LAKE CITY

Farmington parents
demand bus routes,
sidewalks for

elementary students

POSTED 7.06 PM, AUGUST 22, 2016, BY TAMARA VAIFANUA, UPDATED AT 10:22PM, AUGUST 22, 2016
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FARMINGTON, Utah — Parents in Farmington are worried about their
children traversing a dangerous street with few sidewalks.

On Wednesday, Canyon Creek Elementary opens its doors for the
first time. While most parents are happy with the look and architecture

of the new building, they're concerned about the lack of a safe walking
route.



About 200 students will start school at Canyon Creek Elementary. But
parents refuse to let them walk or bike the one and a half miles

because there are few sidewalks, crosswalks or traffic lights.

And with a new high school and homes under construction along 650
West, they fear kids will run into danger.

“As a parent, | get it. | can sit down and have a conversation with my
kids and say you need to walk single file on this road through here, but

they're kids. And | can guarantee maybe once they're going to do
that,” said parent Alison Dunn.

Dunn said city leaders are looking into installing sidewalks, but it will
be a couple more years. Until then, she wants Davis County School
District to provide buses.

Administrators say a route must first be deemed hazardous. They're

awaiting results from an outside engineering firm who makes that
determination.

“We understand that parents are concerned. They want their child to
arrive safely at school. We want that to occur too,” said Christopher
Williams, Davis County School District Community Relations Director.

The district says state law calls for students who live within a mile and
a half of the school to provide their own transportation. If the route to
Canyon Creek is deemed hazardous, the district will look at bus



routes, but even then, finding bus drivers at short notice will be
difficult.

In the meantime, parents say they’ll drive their kids to and from

school. They worry they'll add onto more traffic and create a more
hazardous situation for students.

Dave Millheim, city manager for Farmington, said they are mindful of
student safety.

They are working on installing more sidewalks to accommodate them.

They are reminding drivers to slow down in those areas during school
hours.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJE CT: Reconsideration of Proposed Management Plans for Conservations
Easements

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

GENERAL INFORMATION:

Cory Ritz requested that this item be added to the agenda. There is not a staff report.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



CITY COUNCLEL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJE CT: Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List

1. Adoption of the 2015 Building Codes

2. Amendment to Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Agreement with Davis County

3. Approval of Minutes for August 2, 2016

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Eric Miller, Building Official
Date: August 19, 2016

SUBJECT: ADOPTION OF THE 2015 BUILDING CODES

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the enclosed ordinance updating Title 10 enacting the 2015 International
Building Codes set forth by the State of Utah Legislature in the 2016 session.

BACKGROUND

In the 2016 Legislature session the State of Utah adopted the 2015 International Building,
Residential, Plumbing, Mechanical, Fuel Gas, Energy Conservation, Property
Maintenance, and Fire Code and the 2014 National Electrical Code. As a city we are
required by the State to adopt the 2015 update which also makes necessary an
amendment to Title 10 of Farmington City Code.

Respectfully Submitted Review and Concur

T e Yww L
Eric Miller Dave Millheim

Building Official City Manager

160 S Man - P.O. Box 160 - FarmmcTon, UT 84025
Puone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747
www.farmington.utah. gov



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS OF TITLE 10, CHAPTER 2,
REGARDING CONSTRUCTION CODE STANDARDS

WHEREAS, the City has previously adopted Title 10, Chapter 2 of the
Farmington City Municipal Code regarding Building Regulations; and

WHEREAS, the State Legislature has adopted new updates and amendments to

the Uniform Construction Codes pursuant to H.B. 316 of the 2016 General Session of the
Utah State Legislature; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to update and amend various provisions of Title 140,
Chapter 2, of the Farmington City Municipal Code regarding Construction Codes in
accordance with the provisions of H.B. 316 as more particularly provided herein; and

WHEREAS, the City finds that the amendments to Title 10, Chapter 2, regarding
Construction Codes, are in the best interest of the public health and safety and will bring
Farmington’s Construction Codes into compliance with State law requirements;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON CITY, STATE OF UTAH:

Section 1. Amendment. Section 10-2-020 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Building Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-020. Building Code.

The Intemational Building Code (IBC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International
Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, including Appendix J, is

hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Building Code of Farmington
City.

Section 2. Amendment. Section 10-2-030 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Residential Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-030. Residential Code.

The International Residential Code (IRC), 2015 Edition, issued by the
International Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, including
Appendix E (subject to the provisions of 10-2-090), is hereby adopted and incorporated
herein by reference as the Residential Code of Farmington City.
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Section 3. Amendment. Section 10-2-040 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Plumbing Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-040. Plumbing Code.

The International Plumbing Code (IPC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International
Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and
incorporated herein by reference as the Plumbing Code of Farmington City.

Section 4. Amendment. Section 10-2-050 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Mechanical Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-050. Mechanical Code.

The International Mechanical Code (IMC), 2015 Edition, issued by the
International Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby

adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Mechanical Code of Farmington
City.

Section 5. Amendment. Section 10-2-060 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Fuel Gas Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-060. Fuel Gas Code.

The International Fuel Gas Code (IFGC), 2014 Edition, issued by the International
Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and
incorporated herein by reference as the Fuel Gas Code of Farmington City.

Section 6. Amendment. Section 10-2-070 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Electrical Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-070. Electrical Code.

The National Electrical Code (NEC), 2014 Edition, issued by the National
Fire Protection Association, as amended and adopted by the State of Utah, is

hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Electrical Code of
Farmington City.

Section 7. Amendment. Section 10-2-080 of the Farmington City Municipal

Code regarding the Energy Conservation Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as
follows:

10-2-080. Energy Conservation Code.
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The International Energy Conservation Code (IECC), 2015 Edition, issued by the
International Code Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, subject to
Subsection 15A-2-102(1), the HUD Code, subject to Utah Code §15A-4-103, and
Appendix E of the 2015 Edition of the International Residential Code, is hereby adopted

and incorporated herein by reference as the Energy Conservation Code of Farmington
City.

Section 8. Amendment. Section 10-2-090 of the Farmington City Municipal

Code regarding the Manufactured Housing Codes is hereby amended to read in its
entirety as follows:

10-2-090. Manufactured Housing Codes.

Subject to the provisions of Utah Code Ann. § 15A-2-104, as amended, the
following codes and standards are hereby adopted by Farmington City and incorporated
herein by reference: the Federal Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act (HUD Code), issued by the Department of Housing and Urban
Development and published in 24 CFR Parts 3280 and 3282, as revised April 1, 1990,
and as adopted by the State of Utah; Appendix E of the 2015 Edition of the International
Residential Code as adopted herein in Section 10-2-030 and adopted by the State of Utah;
the 2005 Edition of the NFPA 225 Model Manufactured Home Installation Standard
issued by the National fire Protection Association, as adopted by the State of Utah.

Section 9. Amendment. Section 10-2-112 of the Farmington City Municipal
Code regarding the Fire Code is hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10-2-112. Fire Code.

The International Fire Code (IFC) 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code
Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, excluding Appendices — Fire Flow
Requirements for Buildings, Appendix D — Fire Apparatus Access Roads (Sections D 101
through D 105), Appendix F — Hazard Ranking, Appendix I — Fire Protection Systems —
Unsafe Conditions, and Appendix J — Emergency Responder Radio Coverage, the
National Fire Protection Association, NFPA 96, Standard for Ventilation Control and Fire
Protection of Commercial Cooking Operations, 2008 Edition, as adopted and amended by
the State of Utah, and the National Fire Protection Association, NFPA 1403, Standard on
Live Fire Training Evolutions, 2007 edition, as adopted and amended by the State of
Utah, are hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Fire Code of
Farmington City. Local amendments adopted by Farmington City that are in effect on
June 30, 2010, imposing requirements relating to automatic sprinkler systems for
structures built in accordance with the IRC shall remain in full force and effect and are
hereby grandfathered pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 15A-5-401, as amended.
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Section 10.  Severability Clause. If any section, part or provision of this
Ordinance is held invalid or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceabi]ity shall not
affect any other portion of this Ordinance, and all provisions, clauses and words of this
Ordinance shall be severable. This Section shall become effective without codification.

Section 11. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective on
September 1, 2016.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON
STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS DAY OF AUGUST, 2016.

bl

FARMINGTON CITY
By:
Mayor James Talbot
ATTEST:
Holly Gadd, City Recorder
Voting by the City Council:
6GAYE” “NAYB'}

Councilmember Bilton
Councilmember D. Anderson
Councilmember Mellor
Councilmember Ritz
Councilmember B. Anderson

03/0rds/10-02-010-(construction codes}-ena-2016-adopted 5 August 19,2016



CHAPTER 2: CONSTRUCTION CODES

10-2-010. Defined.

10-2-020 Building Code.

10-2-030. Residential Code.

10-2-040. Plumbing Code.

10-2-050. Mechanical Code.

10-2-060. Fuel Gas Code.

10-2-070. Electrical Code.

10-2-080. Energy Conservation Code.

10-2-090. Manufactured Housing Code.
10-2-100. Abatement of Dangerous Buildings Code.
10-2-110. Property Maintenance Code.
10-2-112. Fire Code.

10-2-114. Local Amendments.

10-2-120. Conformance with Other Ordinances.
10-2-010. Defined.

The Codes adopted in this Chapter shall be referred to collectively as the "Construction Codes"
for Farmington City.

10-2-020. Building Code.

The International Building Code (IBC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code Council, as
adopted and amended by the State of Utah, including Appendix J, is hereby adopted and incorporated
herein by reference as the Building Code of Farmington City.

10-2-030. Residential Code.

The International Residential Code (IRC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code Council,
as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, including Appendix E (subject to the provisions of 10-2-

090), is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Residential Code of Farmington
City.

10-2-040. Plumbing Code.

The International Plumbing Code (IPC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code Council,

as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference
as the Plumbing Code of Farmington City.

10-2-050. Mechanical Code.

The International Mechanical Code (IMC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code Council,

as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference
as the Mechanical Code of Farmington City.

10-2-060. Fuel Gas Code.

The International Fuel Gas Code (IFGC), 2014 Edition, issued by the International Code Council,
as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference
as the Fuel Gas Code of Farmington City. 10-2-070. Electrical Code.

The National Electrical Code (NEC), 2014 Edition, issued by the National Fire Protection

Association, as amended and adopted by the State of Utah, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein
by reference as the Electrical Code of Farmington City.
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10-2-080. Energy Conservation Code.

The International Energy Conservation Code (IECC), 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code
Council, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, subject to Subsection 15A-2-102(1), the HUD
Code, subject to Utah Code §15A-4-103, and Appendix E of the 2015 Edition of the International

Residential Code, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Energy Conservation
Code of Farmington City.

10-2-090. Manufactured Housing Codes.

Subject to the provisions of Utah Code Ann. § 15A-2-104, as amended, the following codes and
standards are hereby adopted by Farmington City and incorporated herein by reference: the Federal
Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards Act (HUD Code), issued by the Department of
Housing and Urban Development and published in 24 CFR Parts 3280 and 3282, as revised April 1,
1990, and as adopted by the State of Utah; Appendix E of the 2015 Edition of the International
Residential Code as adopted herein in Section 10-2-030 and adopted by the State of Utah: the 2005
Edition of the NFPA 225 Model Manufactured Home Installation Standard issued by the National fire
Protection Association, as adopted by the State of Utah.

10-2-100. Abatement of Dangerous Buildings Code.

The Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings, 1997 Edition, issued by the

International Conference of Building Officials, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as
the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings Code of Farmington City.

10-2-110. Property Maintenance Code.

The International Property Maintenance Code, 2009 Edition, as issued by the International

Conference of Building Officials, is hereby adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Property
Mainlenance Code of Farmington City.

10-2-112. Fire Code.

The International Fire Code (IFC) 2015 Edition, issued by the International Code Council, as
adopted and amended by the State of Utah, excluding Appendices — Fire Flow Requirements for
Buildings, Appendix D — Fire Apparatus Access Roads (Sections D 101 through D 105), Appendix F —
Hazard Ranking, Appendix | - Fire Protection Systems — Unsafe Conditions, and Appendix J —
Emergency Responder Radio Coverage, the National Fire Protection Association, NFPA 96, Standard for
Ventilation Control and Fire Protection of Commercial Cooking Operations, 2008 Edition, as adopted and
amended by the State of Utah, and the National Fire Protection Association, NFPA 1403, Standard on
Live Fire Training Evolutions, 2007 edition, as adopted and amended by the State of Utah, are hereby
adopted and incorporated herein by reference as the Fire Code of Farmington City. Local amendments
adopted by Farmington City that are in effect on June 30, 2010, imposing requirements relating to
automatic sprinkler systems for structures built in accordance with the IRC shall remain in full force and
effect and are hereby grandfathered pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 15A-5-401, as amended.
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10-2-114. Local Amendments.

The Construction Codes adopted herein shall include any and all local

amendments adopted by
Farmington City and approved by the State in accordance with applicable local

amendment procedures.

10-2-120. Conformance with Other Ordinances.

Any construction, alteration or improvement of any building or structure within the City shall also
comply with other relevant City ordinances and regulations, including but not limited to subdivision, zoning
and fire provisions. The provisions of this Title and the Construction Codes adopted herein are intended
to be interpreted and administered in conformance with such other ordinances. Whenever a conflict
exists between any provisions, the more restrictive standard or provision shall prevail. Where there is a
conflict between a general requirement and a specific requirement, the specific requirement shall govern,
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City Council Staff Report

Te; Mayor and City Council
From: Holly Gadd
Date: August 26, 2016

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK
GRANT (CDBG) AGREEMENT WITH DAVIS COUNTY

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the attached Agreement with Davis County regarding Community Development
Block Grant.

BACKGROUND

Davis County is designated as an “Urban County™ and receives entitlement funding for
the CDBG program. The City participates in the County’s CDBG program and has
renewed the agreement every three years. It is now in need of an amendment to include
new language dictated from the Department of Housing and Urban Development. Due to
the necessary amendment, the city will need to execute the attached amended agreement.

Respectfully Submitted Review & Concur
i Dave Millheim
City Recorder City Manager

160 S Mamv - P.O. Box 160 - Farmmgron, UT 84025
Prone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747

www.farmington.utah.gov



AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN DAVIS COUNTY
AND THE CITY OF FARMINGTON RELATING TO THE CONDUCT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 2011, 2012 AND 2013 AND SUCCESSIVE

3 YEAR PERIODS THEREAFTER

This Amendment No. 1 to Interlocal Cooperation Agreement between Davis County and
the City of Farmington Relating to the Conduct of Community Development Block Grant
Program for Federal Fiscal Years 2011, 2012 and 2013 and Successive 3 Year Periods
Thereafter(this “Amendment”) is made and entered into by and between Davis County, a body
corporate and politic and political subdivision of the state of Utah (the "County"), and the City of
Farmington, a municipal corporation of the state of Utah (the "City"). The County and the City
may be collectively referred to in this Amendment as the “Parties.”

RECITALS

This Amendment is made and entered into by and between the Parties based, in part,
upon the following recitals:

A. The Parties previously entered into an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement Between
Davis County and the City of Farmington Relating to the Conduct of Community
Development Block Grant Program for Federal Fiscal Years 2011, 2012, and 2013
and Successive 3 Year Periods Thereafter, dated May 18, 2010 by the City and July
13, 2010 by the County, which is labeled Davis County Contract Nos. 2010-229,
2010-229A, and 2010-229B (the “Cooperation Agreement™);

B. Pursuant to Notice CPD-16-05 (the “Notice™) issued by the United States Department
of Housing and Urban Development Community Planning and Development
(“HUD”), it is necessary for the Cooperation Agreement to be amended in order to
satisfy certain requirements set forth in the Notice; and

C. The Parties, through this Amendment, desire to modify certain terms and/or
provisions of the Cooperation Agreement in order to comply with the Notice.

Now, based upon the foregoing, and in consideration of the terms set forth in this
Amendment, the Parties do hereby agree as follows:

1. Recital D of the Cooperation Agreement is amended as follows:

July 1, 2010 is replaced with October 1, 2010.

2. Recital F of the Cooperation Agreement is omitted in its entirety and replaced
with the following:

This Agreement provides for an initial three year term commencing on October 1,
2010 and continuing through September 30, 2013 with successive three year terms
corresponding with HUD qualification periods, automatically renewing.

Amendment No, 1: Interlocal Cooperation Agreement — CDBG
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3. The second sentence of Recital G is amended as follows:

The word “federal” is added after “In order to ensure participation by the City in the
urban county and as part of the ...” and before “fiscal years 2011, 2012, and 2013
urban county qualification process, ....”

4, The fourth sentence of Section 1 of the Cooperation Agreement is amended as
follows:

July 1, 2011 is replaced with October 1, 2010 and June 30,2013 is replaced with
September 30, 2013.

5. Section 1 of the Cooperation Agreement is amended such that the sentence set

forth below is the first sentence of Section 1. Section 1 shall otherwise remain
the same.

This interlocal cooperation agreement (the “agreement”) covers the CDBG
Entitlement program and, where applicable, the HOME Investment Partnership and
Emergency Solutions Grants Programs.

6. The final three sentences of Section 3 of the Cooperation Agreement are omitted
in their entirety and replaced with the following:

By executing the agreement, the City understands that it may: (1) not apply for grants
under the State CDBG Program for fiscal years during the period in which it
participates in the County’s CDBG Program; (2) receive a formula allocation under
the HOME Program, if applicable, only through the County; thus, even if the County
does not receive a HOME formula allocation, the City cannot form a HOME
consortium with other local governments; (3) may receive a formula allocation under
the ESG Program, if applicable, only through the County.

7. The following shall be added to the end of Section 6 of the Cooperation
Agreement:

The City is precluded from selling, trading, or otherwise transferring all or any
portion of the funds that it receives from County under the Agreement to another
metropolitan city, urban county, unit of general local government, Indian tribe, or
insular area that, directly or indirectly, receives CDBG funds in exchange for any
other funds, credits or non-Federal considerations, but must use such funds for

activities eligible under Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act of
1974, as amended.

Amendment No. 1: Interlocal Cooperation Agreement - CDBG
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8. The penultimate sentence of Section 7 of the Cooperation A greement is omitted
in its entirety and replaced with the following:

In addition, the City and the County shall take all actions necessary to assure
compliance with the County’s certification under Section 104(b) of Title I of the
Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, regarding Title VI
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Fair Housing Act, and affirmatively furthering
fair housing, and the City and the County shall comply with Section 109 of Title I of
the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, which incorporates Section

504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as
well as other applicable laws.

9. Section 13 of the Cooperation Agreement is amended as follows:
(cooperation) is removed and replaced with cooperation.

10. Continuing Effect of the Agreement. Except to the extent specifically modified by
this Amendment, the terms and conditions of the Cooperation Agreement shall
remain in full force and effect.

[Signature Page Follows]

Amendment No. 1: Interlocal Cooperation Agreement — CDBG
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Amendment in duplicate, each
of which shall be deemed an original.

DAVIS COUNTY

John Petroff, Jr., Chair,

Davis County Board of County Commissioners
Date:

ATTEST:

Curtis Koch, Davis County Clerk/Auditor
Date:

Reviewed and Approved as to Form and Legality:

Davis County Attorney’s Office

Date:
CITY OF FARMINGTON
Mayor
Date:

ATTEST:

City Recorder

Date:

Reviewed and Approved as to Form and Legality:

City Attorney
Date:

Amendment No. 1: Interlocal Cooperation Agreement - CDBG
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FARMINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING
August 2, 2016

WORK SESSION

Present:  Mayor Jim Talbot, Council Members Brett Anderson, Doug Anderson, John
Bilton was on via phone at 6:24, Brigham Mellor, City Manager Dave Millheim, City
Development Director David Petersen, Associate City Planner Eric Anderson, Parks and
Recreation Director Neil Miller and Recording Secretary Katie Gramse. City Recorder Holly
Gadd was excused.

600 North Street Vacation

Eric Anderson, explained to the City Council members of the recent vacation of 600
North. 18’of Right of Way (R.O.W.) to the west of the Dry Well Estates has already been
vacated. After the City completes the R.O.W. that the applicate wants finished, the City will still
have a remaining 66’ of R.O.W. In the event the City would need to widen the road, they would
have enough room to do so. This vacation will extend the property and match the curb, gutter,
and park strip. The City put a notice in The Davis County Clipper, to make the public aware of
the vacation and to notify the community of the public hearing, which ran for 4 weeks.

Qakridee Farms Plat Amendment

Cory Ritz joined this session at 6:34 pm.

Eric Anderson said the Silver Hollow subdivision, which was purchased by Ivory
Homes from Jared Jeppson, and the Rick Jeppson property wants to conjoin the two subdivisions
on a center boundary line. The applicant hopes that moving the property line will allow a cleaner
look and beautify these two properties and surrounding subdivisions. Eric Anderson also
mentioned to the City Council that the City sent out a flyer to the property owners who live in
those subdivisions. The owners would have 10 days to protest the amendment, and if none
protest, there is no need for a public hearing. Even though the City did not receive any protests,
the Council decided to hold a public hearing regardless.

Street cross Section Modification Proposal for Residences at Farmington
Hills Road

Brigham Mellor joined this session at 6:45 pm

Eric Anderson said the residences at Farmington Hills street cross-section would like to
have the west side of the street mirror that of the east side with having curb, gutters, and
sidewalks. If this proposal would pass, there would still be room for a park strip. The Council
posed many questions and concerns regarding payment for this construction, having to cross-
over the street for “a better view,” and how the cut and fill of the land might interfere with the
construction.
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The applicant will not be able to make the public hearing tonight, and because of the
concerns and questions the Council has for this development, they feel it best to table this
proposal for tonight.

Mavor Talbot and Council Reports

The Mayor invited councilmen Brett Anderson and Doug Anderson, to talk about their
discussion with Representative Brad Wilson concerning UDOT and the West Davis Corridor
(WDC). The Council is not happy with this freeway; however, it seems the Glover Lane
alignment is UDOT’s preferred alignment at this point. Brett Anderson asked if there would be
any interest in moving the preferred alignment off of Glovers Lane. UDOT said they have no
interest in changing it. Doug Anderson said with this question answered he feels the focus of the
Council needs to change their focus and see how to make this road as pretty as possible so it will
fit into the small town feel of Farmington City. Although Doug Anderson wants to be clear, he
is not in favor of this road.

Brett Anderson asked Representative Wilson about “The Hill’s™ preferred alignment of
the WDC. Representative Wilson said “The Hill’s” preferred alignment is also Glovers Lane
and it seems not any of the representatives are interested in changing the alignment.

The Council members discussed what options were remaining regarding the alignment of
the WDC. The Council discussed the 4F designation but they determined they are not sure if they
should pursue it at this time.

REGULAR SESSION

Present:  Mayor Jim Talbot, Council Members Brett Anderson, Doug Anderson, John
Bilton via phone, Brigham Mellor, Cory Ritz, City Manager Dave Millheim, City Development
Director David Petersen, Associate City Planner Eric Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director
Neil Miller and Recording Secretary Katie Gramse. City Recorder Holly Gadd was excused.

CALL TO ORDER:

Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation/Pledge of Allegiance)

The invocation was offered by Brigham Mellor and the Pledge of Allegiance was led by
Jake Needham a participant from the Boy Scouts of America.

Mayor Jim Talbot welcomed the Youth City Council member Samuel Marsden.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Festival Days Follow-up
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Kristin Harbertson was unable to make it tonight, but Mayor Talbot and the City
Council members wanted to thank her for her service in a successful Festival Days week.

Stefanie Gallagher was present for Kristin Harbertson andshe gave a brief description
of the event and told of the successful turnout the Festival had this year. Stefanie Gallagher said
she felt a large part of the turnout was due to the gym opening as they had 3-on-3 basketball and
introduced pickelball for the first time. Stefanie Gallagher expressed her gratitude towards
Mayor Talbot and City Council members for their support and participation in this event.

Stefanie Gallagher asked the City Council to make suggestions, ask questions, and to
share ideas on how to improve Festival Days for the following year. The Council asked questions
regarding the turnout, how the turnout may be affected due to July 4" falling on a Monday, and
if the 3 on 3 basketball tournament had age brackets? Stefanie Gallagher and Neil Miller
answered their questions. Yes there was a good turnout, but feel they need to find better ways in
letting the community know about the Festival. The Festival did not have any repercussions due
to the 4™ of July festivities as they coincided nicely with the events. The 3-on-3 basketball did
have age brackets, which worked out really nicely, and the kids had a lot of fun.

The Council members also gave feedback on the variety and greatness of the food trucks
and entertainment, particularly the outdoor movie selection.

Overall, the City Council had a great experience and felt like the Festival was very
successful and expressed their appreciation to Stefanie Gallagher and Neil Miller and the Parks

and Recreation department for their hard work.

Tri-City Home and Garden Show Recognition

Karen Rigby explained that there were 14 homes that volunteered in this event from the
Fruit Heights, Kaysville, and Farmington areas. The public was notified through flyers, the City
newsletters, and via email. Karen Rigby, also started a website www kaysvillegardens.com
where the public can view a slideshow of the various participates and gather ideas for their own
yards. The website received over 1,000 hits. The Garden Show hopes to have a higher turnout in

the years to come. This home and garden show will fall under the Parks and Recreation
department.

The Mayor, City Council, and staff wanted to recognize the following individuals for
their participation in this event: Brett and Elaine Stevens, Brad and Lisa Heirtz, Scott and
Maureen Stole, and Elisa Lovel. They also thanked Karen Rigby for her hard work in this
project.

600 North Street Vacation

Eric Anderson explained, that the Dry Well Estates was approved about a year ago and
as part of the approval, the applicant requested a street vacation of 18' of Right of Way. (R.0.W.)
The R.O.W. vacation would mirror the existing width to the west. Sidewalks and curbs and
gutter are in place and will lead into the Dry Well Estates subdivision. This R.O.W. will still be
approximately 66 and have more than ample room for a R.0.W. in the future.



City Council Minutes — August 2, 2016

Mayor Jim Talbot opened the public hearing at 7:41 p.m.
No comments were received.
Mayor Jim Talbot closed the public hearing at 7:41 p.m.

Motion:

Brett Anderson made a motion that the City Council approve the enclosed ordinance
and vacate approximately 18 of the southern part of 600 North Street R.O.W. the entire
continuous length of said street along parcels 070200040 and 070200039 as described in Exhibit

“A” of the enclosed Enabling Ordinance, subject to all applicable Farmington City ordinances
and standards.

Findings for Approval:

1. The requested street vacation is consistent with other vacations on the south side of
600 North to the west.

2. Because 600 North is a local road, a 56° right-of-way is all that is required, however,
the requested street vacation would still provide more than enough right-of-way (66°)
in the future if the street were ever widened.

3. The sidewalk, curb, gutter, and park strip improvements were required as part of the
Dry Well Estates metes and bounds subdivision, and have been installed and
inspected to meet City standards.

Doug Anderson second the motion, which was unanimously approved.

Qakridge Farms Plat Amendment

Eric Anderson said the applicant John Rick Jeppson proposed that the boundary line
between the Silver Hollow Subdivision and his boundary line be moved to the center line of
Haight Creek. This plat amendment will make this area cleaner.

As required, Eric Anderson said a 10-day notice of protestation is mailed to every
property owner within the subdivision. This allows property owners time to voice concerns over
the proposal. If protests are not received after 10 days, there is no need for a public hearing. As a
matter of custom, the Council usually holds a public hearing regardless.

Mayor Jim Talbot opened the public hearing at 7:45 p.m.

No comments were received.

Mayor Jim Talbot closed the public hearing at 7:45 p.m.

Motion;
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Cory Ritz made the motion that the City Council approve the Jeppson/Oakridge Farms
Subdivision Plat Amendment as set forth herein. Doug Anderson seconded the motion, which
was unanimously approved.

Street cross Section Modification Proposal for Residences at Farmington
Hills Road

The City Council and staff would like to look at more information regarding this proposal
and feel it would be best to table this proposal at this time since the applicant was not able to
attend this meeting.

Motion:
Brigham Mellor made the motion to table the proposal of Street Cross Section
Modification Proposal for Residences at Farmington Hills Road at this time. Cory Ritz second

the motion, which was unanimously approved

Chestnut Farms Phases IV and V Rezone Application

The applicant was unable to attend this meeting and requested the City Council table this
proposal.

Motion:

Brigham Mellor made the motion to table the proposal of Chestnut Farms Phase IV and

V Rezone application at this time. Cory Ritz second the motion, which was unanimously
approved.

Minute Motion approving Summary Action List

1. Silver Hollow Open Space Waiver
2. Davis Creek Subdivision Open Space Waiver
3. Approval of Minutes from July 19, 2016

Mayor Talbot, went over these action items in the previous City Council meeting on
July 19, 2016; however, due to the absence of council members, they were unable to make a
motion on item as at least 4 City Council members must be in attendance to vote on open spike

walvers.

Motion:

Brett Anderson made the motion to approve the Summary Action items list 1-3.
Brigham Mellor second the motion, which was unanimously approved,

GOVERNING BODY REPORTS:
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City Manager-Dave Millheim

1. He asked for 2 council members to attend a UTA work session on one of the
following days: August 29", August 30", or August 31%. Mlayor Talbot and 2 City
Planners will be attending this session for multiple days.

2. Bob Springmeyer the City’s Economic Consultant is working with the Vista Station
Protest in Draper. He and the Boyer Company have offered that the Council come to
Draper to see improvements made to Draper’s transit area as more buildings and
homes were increased. Dave Millheim, asked that 2 council members attend the
afternoon of August 16" or any time on the 17".

3. Cory Ritz wanted to know more about the cost of having a year-round swimming
pool. Dave Millheim provided the council members a form with the breakdown of
the costs. He said it would cost approximately a half a million dollars to build the
facility and a half million dollars to operate the facility annually.

Mavor Jim Talbot

1. He complimented and expressed his gratitude to the staff for the work they did during
Festival Days.

2. He told of the Council Shooting Days coming up and the Chief of the Police
requested for their participation either September 7™ or September 21%.

Council Member Bricham Mellor

1. He put his name in for consideration on the executive board of ULCT. They are an
educational and lobbying group that have access to many resources. The nomination
ends in late August. He said he might need to have letters of support.

Council Member Doug Anderson

1. He reminded the staff to RSVP for the Vista Outdoors grand opening on August 9™
They will hear from several people including Mayor Talbot and a video call from the
Governor.

2. He asked for an update on Canyon Creek Elementary and if sidewalks were being put
in yet. Dave Millheim said this project has been successful. UTA has received a grant
and this project is at the top of the list. They have already put in. Dave Millheim said
staff is waiting to get more details on bus stops and street lights. Cory Ritz
mentioned he talked to the Chief of Police and asked him about hiring crossing
guards. The Chief said they will wait until the school opens to determine the traffic
and child traffic patterns before a final decision will be made.

Council Member Brett Anderson

1. He discussed with Jerry Preston the Rice Estates, with the historic preservation group.
This home is located on the south end of Farmington on 200 East. He said this home
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was built in the 1800’s and is very unique in its structure, because it is a two-story
home with a basement and is in good condition. It is one of the first homes built in
this area. He feels that the Council should meet with the City and determine how to
preserve this home.

2. He also brought up a concern, he gets a constant complaint from citizens of the
amount of multi-family housing in the city. The Mayor mentioned to have a work
session regarding this issue. Dave Anderson, mentioned he would like to know the

ratio between multi and single family housing in this area, and also what is a good
balance between these two.

Council Members John Bilton and Cory Ritz did not have anything to report at this time

CLOSED SESSION

Motion:

At 8:18 p.m., Doug Anderson made a motion to go into a closed meeting for purpose of
property acquisition. Cory Ritz seconded the motion which was unanimously approved.

Sworn Statement

I, Jim Talbot, Mayor of Farmington City, do hereby affirm that the items discussed in
the closed meeting were as stated in the motion to go into closed session and that no other
business was conducted while the Council was so convened in a closed meeting.

Jim Talbot, Mayor

Motion:

At 8:32p.m., a motion to adjourn was made by Brigham Mellor The motion was
seconded by Doug Anderson which was unanimously approved.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6. 2016

SUBJE CT: City Manager Report
1. Executive Summary for Planning Commission held on
August 18, 2016
2. Fire Monthly Activity Report for July
3. Discussion of Draper TOD Project
4. U of U Impact Fee Challenge

5. Arson Task Force

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings: discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Eric Anderson — Associate City Planner
Date: September 6, 2016

SUBJECT: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY- PLANNING COMMISSION HELD AUGUST 18, 2016

RECOMMENDATION
No action required.

BACKGROUND

The following is a summary of Planning Commission review and action on August 18, 2016 [note: four
commissioners attended the meeting—Chair Rebecca Wayment, Alex Leeman, Dan Rogers, Heather
Barmum, Kent Hinckley, and Connie Deianni. Excused commissioner was Bret Gallacher.

Item 3 Russell Wilson / Symphony Homes — Applicant is requesting final plat approval for the Pheasant
Hollow Subdivision consisting of 10 lots on 4.55 acres located at approximately 700 South and
50 East in an R (Residential) zone. (S-4-16)

Voted to approve the final plat as written in the staff report with an amendment
to Condition 5 as follows:

5 — Where the sewer line is being extended in Continental Drive, the applicant
shall repair the road to City Standards;

Vote: 6-0

Item 4 Scott Harwood / The Haws Companies (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting a
recommendation for schematic plan and plat amendment approval for the Park Lane Commons
Phase IV Subdivision consisting of 3 lots on 11.58 acres located at the northwest corner of
Station Parkway and Cabela’s Drive in a GMU (General Mixed Use) zone. (S-14-16)

Voted to recommend the plat amendment and schematic plan as written in the
staff report.

Vote.: 6-0

160 S MAIN - P.O. BOX 160 FARMINGTON, UT 84025
PHONE (801) 451-2383  FAX (801) 451-2747

www.farmington.utah.gov




Respectfully Submitted Review & Concur

= Lt S, -

Eric Anderson Dave Millheim
City Planner City Manager



Farmington City Fire Department

Monthly Activity Report

July 2016

Emergency Services

Fire / Rescue Related Calls: 46
All Fires, Rescues, Haz-Mat, Vehicle Accidents, CO Calls, False Alarms, Brush Fires, EMS Scene Support, etc...

Ambulance Related Calls: 78 / Transported 38 (49%)

Medicals, Traumatic Incidents, Transfers, CO Calls w/ Symptomatic Patients, Medical Alarms, etc...

Calls Missed / Unable to Adequately Staff: 14 (11%)

Urgent EMS Related Response Times (AVG): 4.0 Minutes  GOAL 4 minutes or less (+.0 min.)
Urgent Fire Related Response Times (AVG): 6.3 Minutes  GOAL 4 minutes or less (+ 2.3min.)
Part-Time Man-Hours (based on the following 24-day pay period / July 8" & July 22™)

Part-Time Shift Staffing: 1,463 Budgeted 1,394 Variance +69

Part-Time Secretary: 108 Budgeted 108 Variance + 8

Part-Time Fire Marshal: 98 Budgeted 80 Variance + 18 (Haz-Staffing)
Part-Time Fire Inspector 64 Budgeted 64 Variance =0

Full-Time Captains: N/A 48/96 Hour Schedule Variances / Overtime + 38
Full-Time Fire Chief: N/A Salary Exempt

Training & Drills: 162

Emergency Callbacks: 248 FIRE 138 Hrs. / EMS 110 Hrs. (YTD) 1,717

Special Event Hours: 14 (YTD) 72

Total PT Staffing Hours: 2,085 (YTD) 14,102

Monthly Revenues & Grant Activity YTD

Ambulance (June 2016): Month Calendar Year FY 2016
Ambulance Services Billed: $84,827.15 $339,258.58 YTD $675,569.33
Ambulance Billing Collected: $15,487.31  $149,216.11 YTD $302,532.41
Variances: -569,339.84 -$190,042.47 YTD -$373,036.92

Collection Percentages: 18% 43% 45%



Grants / Assistance / Donations
Grants Applied For:

Stocked Zero Fatalities / Education Trailer for Festival Days $1,000 $30,500 YTD

Grants / Funds Received / Awarded:
Zero Fatalities Trailer for Festival Days §1,000 52,500 YTD

Scheduled Department Training (To Include Wednesday Evening Drills) & Man Hours

Drill # 1— Officers Monthly Meeting & Training: 12

Drill #2 — EMS / FIRE ~ Extrication — Paratech 36 Avg. Wednesday Night Drill Att.
Drill #3 — FIRE — Cancelled / Too Busy 0 FFD Personnel This Month: 13
Drill #4 — EMS / FIRE - Water Rescue 36

Other:

Mandated NIMS 300 & 400 - Fire Marshal & Captain 64

Training during Hazard Staffing details: 84

Confined Space Training with Power Company 12

Confined Space Training

Total Training / Actual Hours Attended: 244 2,058 HRS YTD

Fire Prevention & Inspection Activities arty

New Business Inspections: 4

Existing Business Inspections: 2

Re-Inspections: 4

Fire Plan Reviews & Related: 118 (Scanned Documents)
Consultations & Construction Meetings: 160

Station Tours & Public Education Sessions: 6 6SYTD

Health, Wellness & Safety Activities Qry

Reportable Injuries: 0 0YTD

Physical Fitness / Gym Membership Participation %  100%

Chaplaincy Events: 2

FFD Committees & Other Internal Group Status
Process Improvement Program (PIP) Submittals: 1 4YTD

Additional Narrative;

Extremely busy month with July activities and events in full swing. Emergent EMS response times averaged 4.0
minutes and Emergent FIRE response times averaged 6.3 minutes. Note: Reduced times based on Hazard
Staffing / extra staffing for 14 days. Fourteen calls (11%) resulted in “no-staffing” or “short-staffing” of
apparatus (on-duty crew attending to other calls and/or part-time staffing not available due to lack of
availability). 49% of all Ambulance calls resulted in transporting patients to hospitals. Collections of revenues
continue with little predictability due to collection & mandated billing variables. Note: | am following up with
Iris Medical regarding unusually poor collection performance for the month of June. Full-Time and Part-time
staffing hours exceeded typical parameters to accommodate various special events for both city and public
venues. FFD provided multiple mutual-aid / assist calls throughout the region, to include Salt Lake City. FFD
responded to multiple local rescue calls, to include an airplane crash and a critical pediatric burn victim who
fell into a camp fire. FFD also responded to several “Arson” fires throughout the east side of Farmington - still
being investigated. Note: These fires included multiple garbage, dumpster and brush fires, two of which came
within close proximity of residential structures occupied by families in the early hours of the morning. These
incidents prompted FFD to perform early morning patrols between 2 and 4 am, as these times seem consistent
with ignition times. These incidents also received significant local media attention. We continue to see an
increasing amount of calls and service needs that exceed our operational capacity. Several times we could
only respond apparatus singlehanded in an effort to provide limited representation on medical and fire



scenes. Firework related brush fire incidents spiked;
however, FFD successfully mitigated incidents with
minimal fire spread — mostly due to favorable
weather conditions. July’s training targeted ongoing
teadership development, extrication & stabilization
operations, water rescue operations, confined space
training, NIMS update training and various wildland
training held during hazard staffing hours. With the
new fiscal year upon us, we have successfully
addressed all repair needs for equipment and
apparatuses placed out of service within the last
couple of months. July also marked a busy month for
testing new hire candidates and we anticipate filling
six positions by mid-August. Attached are a few snap
shots (a few of many activities) during the
month of July.

FFD on scene of plane crash and fire in
Farmington Canyon. Three victims
survived the incident (two transported to
trauma facility).

FFD on scene (fire under control) of an

intentionally set fire near 400 North 200
East, one of multiple recent fires.

Calm Water Rescue Training / Group
Evolutions — Farmington Pond.

Confined Space / Underground Vault
Rescue Training. Safety briefing with
Rocky Mountain Power.

Please feel free to contact myself at your convenience with questions, comments or concerns:

Office (801) 939-9260 or email gsmith@farmington.utah.qov

Respectfully,

Guido Smith
Fire Chief

Farmington City Fire Department - Proud Protectors of Your Life and Property
- Since 1907
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August 31, 2016
Todd Godfrey
Hayes Godfrey Bell, P.C.
2118 East 3900 South, Suite 300
Salt Lake City, Utah 84124

Email: tjgodfrey@hgblaw.net

Re:  Farmington City Corporation Non-Residential Development Fees
University of Utah Medical Facility

Dear Todd:

As you know, our firm represents the University of Utah in connection with certain fees
assessed to it under the Farmington City Corporation Non-Residential Development Fees billing
dated April 18, 2016 (the “Impact Fee Assessment™) for the development of property located at
approximately 200 North 1000 West, Farmington (the “University Medical Facility™).

The total amount of the fees assessed is $934,230, which is comprised of various categories
of impact fees assessed by Farmington City (the “City”). The University understands that the
construction of the new University Medical Facility will impose certain incremental costs on the
City for infrastructure and services, and the University fully intends to pay its fair share of those
costs. Our firm has been asked to review the fees assessed, and related ordinances, to ensure the
fees are reasonable and consistent with fees assessed on similar facilities recently constructed in the

City.

As requested, we have analyzed the fees and in our opinion certain inaccurate assumptions
were made by the City. Based on our review, we believe the fees should be reduced and
respectfully request your reconsideration for the reasons stated below.

We have also concluded that the City’s authority to reconsider the Impact Fee Assessment is
recognized under the City’s impact fee ordinance. At this stage, we hope the City will do so
informally. However, the City has also established a procedure for impact fee challenges and
appeals in its ordinance. (Ordinance No. 2016-15, the “Ordinance™).



“Unusual Circumstances” Clearlv Apply

The Ordinance provides the City with the ability to adjust the standard impact fees to
“[r]espond to unusual circumstances in specific cases.” Section 7(A). The Impact Fee Statute
clarifies what is meant by “unusual circumstances,” namely, circumstances “which may apply
because of the nature of the applicant as a state entity and the purpose of the facility.” Utah Code
Ann. § 11-36a-402(1)(c)(i)(A) (emphasis added).

In fact, under State law, it is permissible for the City to entirely exempt impact fees for
development activity attributable to the State. Utah Code Ann. § 11-36a-403(1)(a)(i)(B). The City
may also exempt impact fees for development activity with a broad public purpose. Utah Code
Ann. § 11-36a-403(1)(a)(ii).

In this situation, both of the stated considerations apply. The applicant, the University of
Utah, is an entity of the State of Utah, and has constructed a state-of-the-art, modermn health care
facility for the purpose of providing funded and un-funded healthcare to the citizens of Farmington
and Davis County, as well as providing teaching and educational opportunities, and other “broad
public purposes.” Both as a teaching and research institution and as a “safety net™ healthcare
system, we believe that the public purposes are both well understood and accepted as a State
function.

At the very least, the statutes set forth above require that special care should be given in
assessing impact fees to state institutions, even to the point of not charging them at all. In contrast,
the Impact Fee Assessment at issue involves the maximum possible amounts among the City’s
alternatives — the antithesis of what was intended by the legislature.

Classification as “Commercial” versus “Institutional”

The City has initially elected to categorize the University Medical Facility as a
“commercial” project rather than an “institutional” project. This classification appears to be
somewhat arbitrary, There are no City ordinances, rules, standards, guidelines, or policies in place
to support this classification. According to Dave Petersen, the City Planner, the classification is
“pased on educated estimates.” (Email from Petersen to Jim Haisley dated July 22, 2016). Itis
unclear who made this “educated estimate” or what standards or considerations were applied to
reach this outcome. As you know, when cities make decisions that are not grounded in code-based
criteria, they are exposed to questions and challenges.

In this case, the increase in the impact fees because of the “educated estimate” of the
University Medical Facility as being “commercial” instead of “institutional™ is not a small amount.
The Impact Fee Assessment is $435,500 higher when categorized as commercial rather than
institutional. That single decision, to categorize the University Medical Facility as commercial,
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constitutes 47% of the total Impact Fee Assessment. The majority of the increase comes from storm
water facilities (an increase of $187,850) and transportation (making up $247,650 of the increased
amount).

The City’s own history of imposing impact fees would appear to be contrary to the City’s
initial classification of this project. In 2015, the City imposed impact fees on a private “medical
office” and a “new dental office.” (The permit for'the medical office was issued on January 29,
2015 and the permit for the dental office was issued on April 20, 2015). Both of these 2015 medical

Jacilities were classified as “office” projects for purposes of imposing impact fees.

There is no indication that either of these medical facilities were associated with the State or
serve a general public or charitable purpose, meaning there was no justifiable consideration to favor
those facilities for impact fee purposes over the University Medical Facility. In this instance, the
University of Utah is clearly serving a public purpose. The University health system is recognized
in unique ways by the State and Federal governments as both a “safety net™ system providing a
“disproportionate share™ of Medicaid, uninsured and underinsured care to citizens of the State, as
well as an important research and academic center in Utah. The University provides many services
not generally found in private sector health systems because revenues from those services are
insufficient to cover the high cost of academic and charity health care. As the only academic
medical center in the Intermountain Region, the University also performs an important institutional
function of educating and training physicians, nurses, pharmacists, and other health care
professionals, Maintaining clinics throughout the Wasatch Front is critical to ensuring that trainees
are exposed to a variety of multi-specialty services necessary to prepare them for their future
clinical practices. In addition to being an entity of the State of Utah, the University qualifies under
federal law as a 501(c)(3) organization. These educational and charitable missions are funded in
large part through clinical revenue derived from University facilities like the University Medical
Facility. Recognizing the unique responsibility the University has to serve the citizens of our
community, the University is sensitive to any assessment of fees that is not supported by law,
ordinance and precedence.

Similarly, for another state entity, the City apparently chose to classify the Department of
Motor Vehicles as “office” or “office/institutional” depending on the category, rather than
commercial, but curiously, charged a transportation of fee well below the City’s published
transportation fee schedule. (Building Permit issued February 21, 2007).

It also appears that the City tends to treat itself as an “institution,” which provides further
support that government and government-related projects (such as the University of Utah’s Medical
Facility) are properly classified as “institutional.” (See City Hall, unsigned building permit with
invoice dated August 11, 2016) (Farmington City Gym & Park, all impact fees waived, invoice
dated June 25, 2015) (Police Station, issued March 13, 2008 from which it is difficult to ascertain
the exact classification, but it appears to be somewhere between “office” and “institution”.)
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Transportation Impact Fee

The City’s efforts to classify the University Medical Facility as commercial rather than
institutional are primarily based on the number of trips generated and the number of parking spaces.
Of course, there is not necessarily a correlation between traffic count and parking stalls, on the one
hand, and whether a project is “commercial” as opposed to “institutional” on the other hand. One
can certainly imagine “institutional” uses that involve high traffic counts and numerous parking
stalls. The University of Utah campus in Salt Lake City is just one example. The City also
mentions the University’s clearly-stated preference to have a large number of parking spaces at the
new Farmington facility, as if that somehow weighs in favor of “commercial” classification.
However, the City Ordinance relied on does not necessarily fit with the big picture.

Ordinance 11-32-104 does show a larger number of parking spaces for dental and medical
clinics than commercial uses. However, according to the Impact Fee Assessment, for
transportation, the classification of “office™ is assessed at a lower rate than “commercial.” This
distinction is important because, as pointed out earlier, just last year the City classified a medical
office and a dental office as.“office,” meaning the impact fees were lower than if the buildings were
classified as “commercial” despite, presumably, having a proportionately larger number of parking
spaces.

Additionally, the emails produced by the City seem to show that much of the discussion
concerning the site was in connection with the placement of the building. The City expressed its
desire for the building to be moved to sit directly on Park Lane. However, the University wanted
the building to be more centrally located on the site, with parking surrounding it, to provide ease of
patient access into different departments, such as cancer patients accessing the Huntsman Cancer
Institute, from each side of the facility. (Email from Dave Dixon to jtalbot@farmington.utah.gov
and multiple City officials dated June 17, 2015 and letter from Dave Dixon to Eric Anderson,
Farmington City Planning, dated June 29, 2015). Indeed, in a letter from Dave Dixon to the City,
Mr. Dixon seems to justify to the City that the University has adequate spaces to satisfy the City’s
concerns that there may not be sufficient parking, (Id.) The University’s design criteria was not
based on the number of parking spaces but rather, ease of accessibility for sick, disabled and elderly
patients and future expansion opportunities. (Id.) The University should not now be penalized for
its desire to have a clinically functional building, convenient to its patients, and centrally located to
allow for future expansion opportunities from each side.

Finally, the University notes that the Utah Department of Motor Vehicles, the only other
State entity receiving a building permit from the City, received a substantial reduction.in
transportation impact fees, paying only $2,395 rather than the calculated fee of $14,370 (6,000 sq ft
multiplied by $2,395/1000 sq ft.) (Building Permit issued February 21, 2007). Presumably the
traffic volumes of the Department of Motor Vehicles building meet or exceed the per square foot
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traffic volumes of the University Medical Facility. The substantial reduction in impact fees was
apparently granted in recognition of the State’s significant contribution fo the State funded
roadways in and around Farmington City. As an entity of the State, the University should receive a
similar reduction.

Storm Water Facilities

The portion of the Impact Fee Assessment attributable to stormwater is $290,290, based on
the development being characterized as “commercial” (the “Stormwater Impact Fee™). Had the
development instead been classified as “institutional,” the fee would only be $102,440. The
“educated estimate” of the proper category for stormwater resulted in an increase of $187,850,
almost three times the amount the fee otherwise would have been. In the case of stormwater impact
fees, it is especially difficult to appreciate any distinction that should be made between either type
of classification for the determination of impact fees, Impacts from stormwater are based in part on
the amount of impervious surface area causing runoff, and should be reduced for on-site stormwater
detention. Whether a project is “commercial” in nature, as opposed to “institutional,” is actually
irrelevant to the amount of impervious surface area of the project and its impact on stormwater
drainage.

The 2007 Capital Facilities Plan for Impact Fees-Stormwater Drainage, Parks & Recreation,
Fire Capital Facilities and Police Capital Facilities dated Oct. 16, 2007 (the “Capital Facilities
Plan”) supports the premise that stormwater drainage calculations should be based in part on the
amount of impervious surface related to the development. The Capital Facilities Plan provides,
“[4] he service unit generation rate for each property type is the ratio of impervious area for that
property type, to that of single-family.” (Page 16). Further, “[c]apacity demand for drainage
facilities is typically defined based on analysis of site area and drainage characteristics — i.e.,
based on impervious area.” (Page 16). The determination of the percentage of impervious land
area attributable to each classification is derived from the Farmington City Storm Drainage Capital
Facilities Plan, 2007 Update.

That document states “[p]arks, schools, churches and-commercial areas were also classified
and identified according to percentages of impervious areas”, which seems to have been
determined by yiewing a 2006 aerial photograph provided by Farmington City. (Section 2.4.1).
There is a substantial difference in the stormwater impact fees based on the distinction between the
amount of land area assumed to be impervious in each category. For commercial uses, 85% of the
land is assumed to be impervious, compared with institutional uses, where only 30% of the land is
assumned to have an impervious surface. (Capital Facilities Plan, Table 4, Page 16). The percentage
of land that is assumed to be impervious has a direct mathematical relationship to the amount of the
impact fees assessed and yet such an important factor is either based on a 10 year old photograph or
not explained sufficiently for a layperson to understand (as required urider the Impact Fee: Act). In



any event, we do not think these assumptions, which result in material differences in the amount of
the impact fee assessed, would survive a judicial challenge.

Additionally, the University should be given credit for its on-site stormwater detention. The
on-site stormwater detention is designed to contain stormwater up to a 10-year event, greatly
reducing the reasonably-anticipated demand or impact on the City’s stormwater runoff system.

Police Impact Fee

The Impact Fee Assessment includes a component for impact fees related to police (the
“Police Impact Fee”) in the amount of $34,580. The Police Impact Fee should be completely
eliminated. '

The Impact Fee Act provides that to the extent an impact fee includes a component for a law
enforcement facility, the fee may not be imposed on a “state institution of higher education that has
its own police force.” Utah Code Ann. § 11-36a-202((2)(a)(iv)(C). The University Medical
Facility will employ its own security staff and house a command center with multiple security
cameras as well as include other safety measures. As a result, the Police Impact Fee may not be
charged in connection with the University Medical Facility.

Fire Protection/ Fire Apparatus

The Impact Fee Assessment includes $15,340 for fire and $91,260 for fire apparatus (the
“Fire Impact Fees”). The Fire Impact Fees should be reduced because the construction measures
undertaken in building the University Medical Facility will reduce the need for expanded support
and infrastructure from the City Fire Department. The University Medical Facility is designed as a
non-combustible facility with full fire sprinkler systems and backup power system. Additionally, at
only two stories high, the University Medical Facility will not contribute to any increased demand
for an additional ladder truck to service multi-story developments. In addition, there will be little
need for EMT services from the City’s Fire Department given the fact that the University Medical
Facilities provides urgent care services.

Finally, the University has noted from the e-mails produced by the City and comments made
by City leaders, that the working relationship between the City staff and the University has been
strained at times. The University wishes to reasonably cooperate with the City at all times and is
prepared to address any conduct the City believes was inappropriate or may adversely impact the
positive relationship between the University and the City going forward.

Gordon Crabtree and I look forward to meeting with City leaders to discuss the City’s
methodology for calculating the Impact Fee Assessment. We also look forward to discussing and
resolving complaints the Chair of the University of Utah Board of Trustees recently received from
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City leaders regarding the working relationship between the University and the City in connection
with the construction of the University Medical Facility. We look forward to your review of this
matter and reaching a mutually satisfactory resolution this week.

Sincerely yours,
YORK HOWELL & GUYMON _

@ﬁw&%,

Paxton R. Guymon
Managing Partner

cc: Gordon Crabtree
Jim Haisley



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
September 6, 2016

SUBJE CT: Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings: discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



